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Rules and Regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 
Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
week, 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Animal and Plant Health inspection 
Service 


7 CFR Part 301 
[Docket No. 87-135] 


Oriental Fruit Fly; Removal of San 
Diego County From the Quarantined 
Areas 


AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA. 

ACTION: Interim rule and request for 
comments. 


SUMMARY: We are amending the 
Oriental fruit fly regulations by 
removing the listed portion of San Diego 
County in California from the list of 
areas designated as quarantined areas. 
This action is necessary to relieve 
restrictions that are no longer needed to 
prevent the artificial spread of the 
Oriental fruit fly into noninfested areas 
of the United States. The effect of this 
action is to remove restrictions imposed 
by Oriental! fruit fly emergency 
regulations on the interstate movement 
of regulated articles from this formerly 
quarantined area. 

DATES: Interim rule effective October 21, 
1987. Consideration will be given only to 
comments postmarked or received on or 
before December 28, 1987. 

ADDRESSES: Send an original and two 
copies of written comments to Steven B. 
Farbman, Assistant Director, Regulatory 
Coordination, APHIS, USDA, Room 728, 
Federal Building, 6505 Belcrest Road, 
Hyattsville, MD 20782. Please state that 
your comments refer to Docket Number 
87-135. Comments received may be 
inspected at Room 728 of the Federal 
Building between 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except 
holidays. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Eddie Elder, Chief Operations Officer, 


Domestic and Emergency Operations, 
Plant Protection and Quarantine, 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Room 661 Federal] Building, 6505 Belcrest 
Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782, 301-436- 
6365. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


The Oriental fruit fly, Dacus dorsalis 
(Hendel), is an extremely destructive 
pest of numerous fruits (especially citrus 
fruits), nuts, vegetables, and berries. 
Heavy infestations of this pest can 
result in complete loss of these crops. 
The short life cycle of the Oriental fruit 
fly permits the rapid development of 
serious outbreaks. 

A document published in the Federal 
Register on July 22, 1987, (52 FR 27529- 
27536, Docket Number 87-095) and 
effective on July 17, 1987, established the 
Oriental fruit fly regulations (7 CFR 
301.93 et seg.). These regulations impose 
restrictions on the interstate movement 
of regulated articles from quarantined 
areas in order to prevent the artificial 
spread of the Oriental fruit fly to 
noninfested areas of the United States. 

These regulations, among other things, 
designated portions of Los Angeles 
County and Orange County as a 
quarantined area. This area remains 
infested with Oriental fruit fly. 

A document published in the Federal 
Register on August 6, 1987 (52 FR 29173, 
Docket Number 87-104) and effective on 
July 31, 1987, added portions of San 
Diego County to the list of areas 
designated as quarantined areas. Recent 
trapping surveys by inspectors of 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service and state agencies indicate that 
these portions of San Diego County are 
no longer infested with Oriental fruit fly. 
We are therefore removing from the list 
of quarantined areas the portions of San 
Diego County quarantined by Docket 
Number 87-104. 


Emergency Action 

The Administrator of the Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service has 
determined that an emergency situation 
exists that warrants publication of this 
interim rule without prior opportunity 
for public comment. The areas in San 
Diego County were quarantined due to 
the possibility that the Oriental fruit fly 
could be spread artificially from these 
areas to noninfested areas of the United 
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States. Since this situation no longer 
exists, and because the quarantined 
status of these portions of San Diego 
County imposes an unnecessary 
regulatory burden on the public, we are 
taking immediate action to remove this 
area from the list of quarantined areas. 
Since prior notice and other public 
procedures with respect to this interim 
rule are impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest under these 
conditions, and because this rule 
relieves a regulatory restriction, there is 
good cause under 5 U.S.C. 553 to make 
this interim rule effective upon 
signature. We will consider comments 
that are postmarked or received within 
60 days of publication of this interim 
rule in the Federal Register. As soon as 
possible after the comment period 
closes, we will publish another 
document in the Federal Register 
discussing the comments we received 
and any amendments we are making to 
the rule as a result of the comments. 


Executive Order 12291 and Regulatory 
Flexibility Act 

We are issuing this rule in 
conformance with Executive Order 
12291, and we have determined that it is 
not a “major rule.” Based on information 
compiled by the Department, we have 
determined that this rule will have an 
effect on the economy of less than 100 
million dollars; will not cause a major 
increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, 
federal, state, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; and will 
not cause a significant adverse effect on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

For this action, the Office of 
Management and Budget has waived the 
review process required by Executive 
Order 12291. 

Within the part of San Diego County 
that is being removed from the 
quarantined area, there are fewer than 
40 small entities that may be affected, 
including 25 nurseries, 5 mobile fruit and 
vegetable vendors, and one farmers’ 
market. The effect of this rule on these 
entities should be beneficial, in that it 
removes restrictions on interstate 
movement of certain regulated articles 
sold by these entities. 
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Under these circumstances, the 
Administrator of the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service has 
determined that this action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 


Paperwork Reduction Act 


This interim rule contains no 
information collection or recordkeeping 
requirements under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq.). 

Executive Order 12372 


This program/activity is listed in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
under No. 10.025 and is subject to the 
provisions of Executive Order 12372, 
which requires intergovernmental 
consultation with state and local 
officials. (See 7 CFR Part 3015, Subpart 
Vv.) 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 301 


Agricultural commodities, Plant 
diseases, Plant pests, Plants 
(Agriculture), Quarantine, 
Transportation, Oriental fruit fly, 
Incorporation by reference. 


PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 


Accordingly, 7 CFR Part 301 is 
amended as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 301 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 150dd, 150ee, 150ff; 161, 
162; and 164-167; 7 CFR 2.17, 2.51, and 
371.2{c). 


§ 301.93-3 Quarantined areas. 

2. In § 301.93-3, paragraph (c), the 
designation of the quarantined areas is 
amended by removing the paragraph 
that begins “That portion of San Diego 
Canty?" °". 

Done at Washington, DC, this 2ist day of 
October, 1987. 

Donald Houston, 

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service. 

[FR Doc. 87-24782 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


10 CFR Part 50 


Modification of General Design 
Criterion 4 Requirements for 
Protection Against Dynamic Effects of 
Postulated Pipe Ruptures 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. : 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Commission is amending 


its regulations to broaden the scope of a 
recent modification to General Design 
Criterion 4 (GDC-4). The amendment 
would allow the removal of numerous 
pipe whip restraints and jet 
impingement barriers as well as other 
related changes in all reactor types. 
Implementation of the amendment will 
increase safety since inadvertent 
restriction of pipe growth due to thermal 
expansion and associated stresses ~ 
leading to pipe cracking is avoided. 
Also, the duration of inservice 
inspection will be reduced, yielding 
substantially less occupational 
exposures. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 27, 1987. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the written public 
comments are available for public ~ 
inspection and copying for a fee at the 
NRC Public Document Room at 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington, DC. : 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John A. O'Brien, Office of Nuclear 
Regulatory Research, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, Telephone (301)443-7854. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
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On July 23, 1986, the Commission 
published a proposed rule on the board 
scope modification to General Design 
Criterion 4 of Appendix A, 10 CFR Part 
50 (51 FR 26393). This proposed rule 
contained a summary of the acceptance 
criteria which the Commission had 
developed. A 60-day public comment 
period was allowed. Twenty-eight 
written comments were received from 
utilities, reactor vendors, architect- 
engineering companies, industry groups, 
consulting firms and a citizen group. 
There was no overt opposition to the 
proposed rule; each commenter ; 
supported the proposed rule or its intent 
either in part or entirely. However, the 
citizens group expressed certain legal 
reservations which are addressed below 
in issues 20 and 21. A compilation of the 
twenty-one issues raised as a result of 
public comments and the accompanying 
Commission response is given under 
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Issues Analysis. The text of the final 
rule is identical to the text of the 
proposed rule. The final rule should be 
applied consistently with the guidance 
in this Supplementary Information. 


I. Background 


Background to this rulemaking can be 
found in the limited scope modification 
to GDC—4 published as a proposed rule 
in the Federal Register on July 1, 1985 (50 
FR 27006). Research performed by the 
NRC and industry, coupled with 
operating experience, has indicated that 
safety can be negatively impacted by 
the placement of protective devices such 
as pipe whip restraints near certain 
piping. The Commission adopted a two- 
step approach to the modification 
because safety improvements could be 
quickly realized without extensive and 
time consuming review and discussion if 
the scope were initially limited to the 
primary main loop piping of PWRs. The 
Commission decided not to defer the 
limited application of leak-before-break 
technology while the detailed provisions 
of the acceptance criteria were being 
reviewed and approved. Many near 
term operating license (NTOL) nulcear 
power plant units and operating nuclear 
power plant units had requested 
exemptions from the requirements of 
GDC-4 and could benefit from the 
limited scope rule. A broader 
application of leak-before-break 
technology requires aduption of the 
general criteria published in NUREG- 
1061, Volume 3, Chapter 5, November 
1984, entitled “Report of the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission Piping 
Review Committee, Evaluation of 
Potential for Pipe Breaks”. 


II. Scope of Rulemaking 


This rulemaking modifies General 
Design Criterion 4 to the extent that 
dynamic effects of pipe ruptures in 
nuclear power units may be excluded 
from the design basis provided it is 
demonstrated that the probability of 
pipe rupture is extremely low under 
conditions consistent with the design for 
the piping. 

Dynamic effects of pipe rupture 
covered by this rule are missile 
generation, pipe whipping, pipe break 
reaction forces, jet impingement forces, 
decompression waves within the 
ruptured pipe and dynamic or nonstatic 
pressurization in cavities, 
subcompartments and compartments. 
However, cavities, subcompartments 
and compartments necessary to the 
containment function are not affected by 
this modification. 

To retain high safety margins, the 
application of leak-before-break 
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technology to various piping systems 
should not decrease the capability of 
containments to perform their function 
of isolating the outside environment 
from potential leaks, breaks, or 
malfunctions within the containment. 
Containments will continue to be 
designed to accommodate loss of 
coolant accidents resulting from breaks 
in the reactor coolant pressure boundary 
up to and including a break equivalent 
in size to the double-ended rupture of 
the largest pipe in the reactor coolant 
system. Also, the functional design for 
emergency core cooling systems still 
retains nonmechanistic pipe rupture. 
Environmental qualification of electrical 
and mechanical equipment is discussed 
under issue 4 below. 

This amendment to GDC-4 allows 
exclusion from the design basis of 
dynamic effects associated with high 
energy pipe rupture by application of 
leak-before-break technology. Only high 
energy piping in nuclear power units 
that meets rigorous acceptance criteria’ 
is covered. High energy piping is defined 
as those systems having pressures 
exceeding 275 psig or temperatures 
exceeding 200 °F. 

Studies completed by Lawrence 
Livermore National Laboratory under 
contract to the NRC indicate that 
adverse safety implications can result 
from requiring protective devices to 
resist the dynamic effects associated 
with postulated pipe rupture. The 
placement of pipe whip restraints 
degrades plant safety when thermal 
growth is inadvertently restricted, 
reduces the accessibility for and 
effectiveness of inservice inspection, 
increases inservice inspection radiation 
dosages and adversely affects 
construction and maintenance 
economics. 


Ill. Final Rule 


The final rule consists of a substitute 
sentence at the end of GDC-4 (replacing 
the sentence introduced by the limited 
scope rule) permitting the use of 
analyses te exclude dynamic effects of 
pipe ruptures in all high energy piping in 
all nuclear power units. A deterministic 
fracture mechanics evaluation is 
mandatory. Evaluations of the potential 
for water hammer, corrosion, creep 
damage, fatigue, erosion, environmental 
conditions, indirect failure mechanisms 
and other degradation sources which 
could lead to pipe rupture are also 
required. In order to demonstrate that 
the probability of fluid system piping 
rupture is extremely low, applicants and 
' licensees may follow procedures and. 
acceptance criteria developed by the 
staff. 


The supporting safety analysis must 
demonstrate from the results of a 
fracture mechanics analysis that a 
substantial range of stable pipe:crack 
sizes can exist for an extended period 
which provides detectable leaks, and 
that the fluid systems piping will not 
rupture under these conditions 
consistent with the design basis for the 
piping. 

The language of the rule specifies 
“conditions consistent with the design 
basis for the piping.” The design basis. 
for piping means those.conditions 
specified in the FSAR, as amended, and 
may include 10 CFR Part 50 (especially 
the General Design Criteria in Appendix 
A to Part 50), applicable sections of the 
Standard Review Plan, Regulatory 
Guides and industry standards such as 
the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel 
Code. / 

The term “extremely low” is used in | 
this amendment to GDC-4 with _ 
reference to the probability of fluid 
system pipe rupture. For reactor coolant 
loop piping, a representative value 
which would qualify as “extremely low 
would be of the order of 1E-6 per 
reactor year when all riipture locations 
are considered in the fluid system piping 
or portions thereof. For other piping, 
representative values will be developed 
consistent with this definition as the 
need arises. Alternatively, a 
deterministic evaluation with verified 
design and fabrication, in addition to 
adequate inservice inspection, can meet 
the extremely low probability criterion. 
The deterministic evaluation is based on 
the requirement that structures and 


components are correctly engineered to 


meet the applicable. regulations and 
NRC-endorsed industry codes, . 
This rulemaking will,introduce an 
inconsistency into the design basis by 
excluding the dynamic effects of 
postulated pipe ruptures while still 
retaining nonmechanistic pipe rupture 
for emergency core cooling systems, 
containments, and environmental 
qualification (see issue 4 below for 
additional information on potential 
relaxation with respect to 
environmental qualification). The 
Commission recognizes the need to 
address whether and to what extent 
leak-before-break analysis techniques 
may be used to modify present 
requirements relating to other features 
of facility design. However, this is a 
longer term evaluation. For the present, 
the rule allows the removal of plant 
hardware which it is believed negatively 
affects plant performance and safety, 
while not affecting emergency core 
cooling systems, containments, and 
environmental qualification. The 
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Commission's primary justification for 
this rulemaking rests with its statutory 
responsibility to ensure an adequate 
level of protection of the public health 
and safety. This action also rests upon 
advances in the state of knowledge and 
technology that allow the Commission 
to better focus its regulatory 
requirements so as to improve safety of 
plant personnel. The Commission 
decided to quantify the degree to which 
overall safety was improved by this 
action, and to set forth those economic 
impacts associated with these safety 
benefits. These are highlighted below. 

For existing PWRs, considering 
primary coolant loops only, cost savings 
of $186 million and reductions of 34,000 
man-rem are estimated for a population 
of 85 PWRs. These figures do not 
include savings resulting from redesign 
of heavy component supports. One 
licensee taking advantage of the limited 
scope modification of GDC-4 has 
eslimated a per plant cost savings of $20 
million and ‘reduced worker exposures 
of about 2,000 man-rem associated -with 
a redesign of reactor coolant pump 
supports. 

The ubiveimuiiibee’ value-impacts 
were realized under the already 
published limited scope amendment to 
GDC~-4. Additional benefits which can 
be achieved under this broader 
amendment are discussed below. 

For existing BWRs, considering only 
recirculation loop piping, cost savings of 
$30 million and reductions of 8,600 man- 
rem are estimated for a population of 38 
plants. 

In existing PWRs and BWRs, offsite 
risk is estimated to be insignificantly 
impacted, or if credit is taken for 
improved inservice inspection and 
enhanced safety, ta be reduced by an 
unquantified amount. 

The Commission has not quantifi ed 
situations in existing plants other than 
those discussed above; however, it is 
believed that other high energy piping 
will also indicate favorable value- 
impacts. 

Value-impacts resulting from this rule 
are greatest for future plants, where 
estimated costs can be reduced 
approximately $100 million per unit. Of 
this sum, about $30 million are direct 
costs and the balance stems from 
reduced financing costs and improved 
scheduling. Reduction in worker 
radiation exposures varies from plant to 
plant, but is in the range of 300 to 800 
man-rem. Offsite risk is believed to 
decrease by an unquantified amount due 


. to improved effectiveness of inservice 
. inspection and enhanced safety. The 

' above quoted figures are based 

' primarily on the elimination of pipe . 
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whip restraints and jet impingement 
barriers and do not treat other facility 
changes that could result from this rule. 


IV. Acceptance Criteria 


The Commission developed a new 
Standard Review Plan Section 3.6.3 
which gives more details on how 
applicant and licensee submittals will 
be evaluated. This document has been 
issued for public comment (52 FR 32626) 
prior to being adopted by the 
Commission. The Commission may also 
develop at some future time a 
Regulatory Guide after experience is 
gained with the use of SRP 3.6.3. 


V. Invitation to Comment 


Comment was invited on the following 
topics in the proposed broad scope 
amendment to GDC-4. 

1. Value-impacts associated with this 
expanded modification to GDC-4, with 
particular reference to experience with 
the use of pipe whip restraints and jet 
impingement shields near nuclear 
reactor piping. (The value-impact 
analysis prepared by Lawrence 
Livermore National Laboratory is 
available for inspection and copying for 
a fee in the NRC Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington, 
DC.) 

2. The scope of piping which could or 
should be affected, supported by 
technical justification. 

3. The decision to limit impacts of this 
modification of GDC-4 to only dynamic 
effects associated with pipe rupture. 

4. The acceptance criteria which the 
Commission proposes to use to evaluate 
whether leak-before-break technology is 
applicable to specific situations. 

5. Acceptable allowables for pipe- 
connected component supports which 
would provide adequate assurance that 
component support failure would not be 
a source of the pipe rupture loads being 
eliminated from the design basis. 

6. The imposition of a temperature 
limitation as a way of avoiding concerns 
with creep damage. 


VI. Issues Analysis 


Issue 1: Margins for leak detection 
should not be rigidly fixed but should be 
based on uncertainties for each 
particular situation. 

Commission Response: In the 
Commission's proposed acceptance 
criteria, the postulated through-wall 
crack used in the deterministic fracture 
mechanics ev2luation is based on a 
detection margin of ten with respect to 
the leakage from the postulated crack. 
The Commission agrees that the 
selection of the margin should be 
derived from the uncertainties involved. 
As noted in issue 7 of the final limited 


scope GDC-4 rule (51 FR 12502, April 11, 
1986), the Commission recognizes that 
the measurement or determination of 
leakage from a system under pressure 
involves uncertainties for which margins 
are needed. Commenters suggesting 
relaxation in the detection margin cited 
only limited sources of uncertainty such 
as material properties and calculated 
flow rates through a crack. Other 
sources of uncertainty not mentioned 
include plugging of the crack with 
particulate material over time, stresses 
and number of cycles, and uncertainties 
associated with personnel and 
instruments used to detect leakage. For 
the present, the Commission will retain 
the leak detection margin of ten unless 
detailed evidence can be presented for 
other values. The Commission may 
require administrative controls to 
enforce adequate implementation of 
leakage detection and monitoring. 
Additionally, the Commission may 
undertake recurring inspections to verify 
that leakage detection and monitoring 
satisfy leak-before-break requirements. 

Issue 2; Margins on loads and leakage 
crack sizes used in the deterministic 
fracture mechanics evaluation should be 
relaxed. 

Commission Response: The 
Commission acknowledges that there 
are many situations where the margin is 
not required on loads resulting from the 
design basis piping analyses. However, 
there are situations where the 
uncertainty in the total procedure, 
including stress analyses and fracture 
mechanics evaluations, warrants some 
margin (see issue 7 below). Applicants 
or licensees must maintain the margin 
on loads at 1.4, except when the 
deadweight, thermal expansion, 
pressure, seismic inertial and seismic 
anchor motion loads are combined 
based on individual absolute values. In 
this case, the margin on loads may be 
reduced to 1.0. The evaluation of seismic 
anchor motion loads at SSE conditions 
may be omitted when these loads are 
shown to be small at OBE conditions. 

The Commission believes that, 
because of uncertainties associated with 
flaw geometry and the different 
analytical procedures, the margin 
between the leakage crack size and 
critical crack size stated in the proposed 
rule should not be reduced below the 
value of two. 

Issue 3: The acceptance criteria 
should refer to “crack detection” rather 
than “leakage detection”. 

Commission Response: The fracture 
mechanics evaluation outlined in the 
Commission's acceptance criteria 
examines a postulated throughwall flaw 
which may grow under service and 
earthquake loads. The size of the 
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postulated flaw for fracture mechanics 
evaluation purposes depends on the 
ability to detect the presence of the flaw 
during service with an adequate margin 
for detection. The standard methods to 
detect the throughwall flaw during 
service depend on the magnitude of flow 
or leakage through the flaw. Therefore, 
the methodology has to be based upon 
leakage detection rather than crack 
detection. 

Issue 4: Leak-before-break technology 
should be extended to relax pipe rupture 
requirements for containment design, 
emergency core cooling systems and 
environmental qualification of electrical 
and mechanical equipment. 

Commission Response: This was 
addressed as issue 3 in the final limited 
scope GDC-4 rule (51 FR 12502). The 
Commission plans to consider whether 
environmental qualification 
requirements can be modified based 
upon leak-before-break technology. The 
Commission does not intend to consider 
near-term changes to emergency core 
cooling system and containment design 
bases as discussed in the Final Rule 
section of this SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION. 

When leak-before-break technology is 
applied to dynamic effects design bases, 
these effects are reduced to zero; there 
are no replacement dynamic effects 
postulated. However, environmental 
qualification design bases cannot'be 
reduced to zero when leak-before-break 
technology is applied to piping. The 
postulated pipe rupture has served as a 
convenient and couservative umbrella 
covering many sources of environmental 
qualification design bases, such as 
breaches in the fluid system pressure 
boundary from failed pump seals, 
leaking valve packings, flanged 
connections, bellow, manways, rupture 
disks and throughwall cracks. Thus, in 
applying leak-before-break technology 
to environmental qualification, the 
Commission faces the task of developing 
a replacement environmental 
qualification design basis. 

The Commission is not prepared at 
this time to propose new environmental 
design criteria for temperature, pressure, 
humidity and flooding. If it can be 
shown that it is beneficial to apply leak- 
before-break technology to 
environmental qualification, another 
modification to GDC-4 would be 
proposed. In the interim, the 
Commission recognizes that situations 
may arise where justification can be 
developed by the industry for 
alternative equipment qualification 
requirements. Such justifications, if 
accepted by the Commission pursuant to 
the existing exemption process, would 
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allow a limited number of case-by-case 
relaxations in environmental 
qualification requirements. The 
Commission encourages the 
development of generic alternative 
equipment qualification design bases by 
the industry. This could support future 
amendments to GDC-4 and other 
affected requirements addressing 
environmental qualification. 

Issue 5: Can minor modifications of 
piping systems not related to the 
exclusion of dynamic effects be made 
without examining impacts on the 
original leak-before-break evaluation? 

Commission Response: The original 
leak-before-break evaluation must be 
applicable for the life of the plant. 
Changes in configuration or operating 
conditions must be examined to 
determine impacts on the validity of the 
original leak-before-break evaluation, 
particularly as to how stresses are 
influenced. The Commission believes 
that many minor modifications, such as 
changing piping insulation, can be made 
without affecting the original analysis. 
However, modifications which are not 
minor in scope as for example when the 
number or type of pipe supports are 
changed extensively, require an 
evaluation of the applicability of the 
original leak-before-break analysis. 

Issue 6: Leak-before-break should be 
mandatory for plants which have not yet 
received their construction permit. 

Commission Response: The 
Commission believes that economic and 
operational considerations will motivate 
many utilities to apply leak-before-break 
technology. While it is estimated that an 
unquantified reduction in public risk 
results from this rule, the actual scope of 
piping contributing to the reduction will 
vary from plant to plant. The 
Commission encourages the use of high 
quality piping which does not require 
pipe whip restaints and jet impingement 
barriers. For any new application, the 
Commission would permit the applicant 
to decide whether or not to use leak- 
before-break technology. 

Issue 7: Leak-before-break technology 
should be applicable to discrete 
locations. There should be no 
requirement that leak-before-break 
technology be applicable only to an 
entire piping system or analyzable 
portion thereof. 

Commission Response: Standard 
Review Plan (SRP) Section 3.6.2 of 
NUREG-0800 has been used for more 
than a decade to postulate the number 
and location of pipe ruptures in nuclear 
power plants. SRP 3.6.2 ignores or treats 
indirectly many factors, such as material 
properties, potential corrosion, and the 
potential for water hammer, which 
actually determine where and whether 


pipe rupture will occur. Leak-before- 
break procedures explicitly treat these 
factors. The Commission will not 
commingle SRP 3.6.2 with more 
advanced leak-before-break 
methodology. Leak-before-break is 
intended to be a substitute for SRP 3.6.2 
only when all breaks in a fluid system 
piping are eliminated. This avoids 
consideration of synergistic effects, that 
is, the effects of a pipe break at one 
location on another potential break 
location. 

Additionally, the Commission, through 
long term and extensive piping research 
programs, has become aware that 
differences exist between analytically 
calculated stresses and actual stresses 
occurring at discrete locations in piping. 
The differences between calculated and 
actual stresses usually stem from 
difficulties in modeling pipe supports 
under dynamic and static environments. 
Leak-before-break will be applied only 
to an entire fluid system piping or 
analyzable portion thereof. 

Issue 8: Creep should not be an issue 
in applying leak-before-break 
technology. 

Commission Response: This rule gives 
guidance for reactors other than light 
water reactors. Creep can be an issue 
for gas and metal cooled reactors. 
Normally, creep damage is not an 
important concern in light water 
reactors. 

Issue 9: Extensive materials testing 
requirements should be relaxed. The use 
of generic materials properties should be 
permitted. 

Commission Response: The ductile 
piping fracture mechanics analysis 
techniques that are applied in the leak- 
before-break assessment are strongly 
dependent on the material tensile 
properties and material resistance to 
crack extension. The material testing 
requirements are necessary to provide 
reliable assessments of margins against 
unstable flaw extension when case-by- 
case leak-before-break analyses are 
performed. 

However, if archival materials are not 
available or if actual plant material 
properties cannot be defined practically, 
generic plant specific or industry wide 
material data bases can be assembled 
and used to define the required material 
tensile and toughness properties. To 
provide an acceptable level of 
reliability, plant specific generic data 
bases must be reasonable lower bounds 
for sets of compatible material tensile 
and toughness properties associated 
with actual materials at the plant. Any 
industry generic data base must be a 
reasonable lower bound for the 
population of material tensile and 
toughness properties associated with 
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any individual material specification 
(e.g., A106 Grade B), material type (e.g., 
austenitic steel}, or welding procedure. 
Except as indicated in the Commission 
response to issue 13, industry generic 
data bases for the range of piping 
materials in light water reactors have 
not been assembled and proposed for 
leak-before-break analyses. Industry 
groups are encouraged to assemble and 
use reliable generic data bases so that 
analyses and evaluations can be 
performed efficiently and effectively. 

Issue 10: The temperature limitation of 
750°F should not be adopted for 
evaluation of creep damage. 

Commission Response: The 
temperature limitation of 750°F is 
revised as follows: for ferritic steel 
piping, the temperature limitation will 
be 700°F; for austenitic steel piping the 
temperature limitation will be 800°F. 
These values more accurately reflect the 
creep performance of piping and are in 
accord with the ASME Code. Recent 
experience in fossil fuel plants operating 
at temperatures over 1000°F has 
indicated that creep-related ruptures in 
large diameter piping may not be low 
probability events, and suggests 
deficiencies in creep design standards 
after a service life of ten years or 
greater. Until creep behavior after long 
service intervals is better understood, 
the Commission will retain the 
temperature limitations cited above. 

Issue 11: Delete the words “reviewed 
and approved by the Commission” from 
the text of the rule. 

Commission Response: This comment 
is rejected. Leak-before-break 
technology is applicable only to high 
quality piping which is maintained in a 
high quality condition. Since much of the 
plant’s piping is custom designed, the 
Commission would have to undertake 
detailed case-specific review to 
determine that acceptable standards of 
quality are achieved and maintained, 
and that the analyses meet the 
Commission’s requirements. Detailed 
reviews are especially needed in piping 
other than PWR primary coolant loops 
to assure that failure mechanisms such 
as water hammer, corrosion, erosion, 
fatigue, and creep are not significant 
contributors to the potential for pipe 
rupture. Additionally, factors such as 
leakage detection, material properties 
and environmental conditions are more 
variable outside PWR primary coolant 
loops, and possible misuse of leak- 
before-break technology can occur, 
unless careful review and evaluation of 
these aspects are performed by the 
Commission. Consequently, the words 
“reviewed and approved by the 
Commission” were added specifically to 





41292 


ensure that a careful evaluation 
enforcing the Commission's rigorous 
acceptance criteria would be performed 
for each individual request from 
licensees and applicants. 

The adopted revision of GDC-4 
requires NRC review and approval of 
the analyses on which the elimination of 
dynamic effects are based. As reflected 
in the limited scope rule (51 FR 12502), 
which is replaced by the adopted broad 
scope rule, the NRC has previously 
reviewed and approved the application 
of leak-before-break technology for 
eliminating design basis dynamic effects 
of postulated ruptures in PWR primary 
loop piping. No additional review and 
approval by the Commission in these 
cases is required under the adopted 
broad scope rule for elimination of 
design basis dynamic effects of 
postulated ruptures in PWR primary 
loop piping provided the conditions set 
forth in the Supplementary Information 
accompanying the rule (51 FR 12502) are 
satisfied. 

The proposed broad scope 
amendment (51 FR 26397, fuly 23, 1986) 
also stated that “Modifications of the 
licensed plant design of operating plants 
may involve an unreviewed safety 
question under 10 CFR 50.59 * * *.A 
simpie removal of pipe whip restraints 
and jet impingement barriers would not 
involve an unreviewed safety question.” 
The meaning of this last sentence is that 
after analysis reviewed and approved 
by the Commission demonstrate that the 
probability of fluid system piping 
rupture is extremely low, then, without 
prior approval, pipe whip restraints and 
jet impingement barriers may be 
removed. Pipe whip restraints and jet 
impingement barriers cannot be 
removed, however, without conducting 
an appropriate leak-before-break 
evaluation, submitting the evaluation for 
Commission review and obtaining 
Commission approval. Moreover, 
removal of a pipe whip restraint which 
also serves as a seismic restraint would 
not be a “simple” removal of a pipe 
whip restraint and, therefore, would 
involve an unreviewed safety question. 

Issue 12. How is the demonstration of 
extremely low probability made for 
indirect sources of pipe rupture? 

Commission Response: Indirect 
sources of pipe rupture, as discussed in 
the plant FSAR, are investigated by 
applicants and utilities. These include 
seismic events and system 
overpressurizations due to accidents 
resulting from human error, fires or 
flooding which cause electrical and 
mechanical control systems to 
malfunction. The analysis of indirect 
sources should also confirm that 
snubber failure rates are maintained at 


alow rate, Compliance with the snubber 
surveillance requirements of the 
technical specifications can be used to 
demonstrate that snubber failure rates 
are low. Missiles from equipment, 
damage from moving equipment and 
failures of systems or components in 
close proximity to the piping are 
investigated as well. The results of prior 
analyses conducted to show compliance 
with Commission regulations can be 
applicable to potential sources of 
indirect pipe rupture. 

Issue 13. It is recommended that 
adequate material toughness be 
demonstrated when limit lead analysis 
is applied and that the margin of threé 
be on the applied force and moment 
combined rather than just on moment. 
The limit load analysis procedures in 
ASME Code, Section XI, Appendix C, 
Winter 1986 Addenda, should be 
allowed. 

Commission Response: The 
Commission is revising its requirements 
on limit load analysis procedures as _ 
stated in the proposed amendment to 
GDC-~4 (51 FR 26393). The new 
requirements do not contain the 
arbitrary margin of three on applied 
moment, but instead are based on an” 
experimentally verified ASME approved 
procedure. 

During preparation of NUREG-—1061, 
Volume 3, there was significant 
uncertainty associated with reliable 
application of limit load analysis for 
austenitic steel, especially in the case of 
submerged arc welds (SAW) and 
shielded metal arc welds (SMAW). This 
uncertainty led to restrictions on the use 
of limit load analysis and application-of 
methods originally used as the basis for 
IWB-3640 in Section XI of the ASME 
Code. 

Recently, the ASME Code approved 
revised evaluation procedures for 
austenitic steel piping (see Appendix C 
of Section XI); these procedures 
incorporate methods to account for 
reduced toughness associated with 
SAW and SMAW. The Commission has 
concluded that the evaluation method in 
Appendix C of Section XI (including the 
tensile and toughness properties defined 
for base metal and welds) is acceptable 
when performing leak-before-break 
analyses for austenitic steel piping, 
provided the margins presented in the 
Commission response to issues 1 and 2 
are met. The value of flow stress used 
with this method will be evaluated by 
the Commission. Because generic 
evaluation procedures and materials 
properties have not yet been approved 
for ferritic piping by the ASME Code or 
the NRC, leak-before-break analysis for 
ferritic piping will continue case-by-case 
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until approved Code. procedures are 
available. 

Issue 14: Leak-before-break should not 
be limited to high energy piping. 

Commission Response: The 
Commission's rules require postulated 
pipe ruptures only in high energy piping. 
There is no reason to apply leak-before- 
break technology in moderate energy 
piping because there are no postulated 
pipe ruptures in such fluid system 
piping. 

Issue 15: Strict adherence to 
Regulatory Guide 1.45 should not be 
required outside the containment. — 

Commission Response: The 
Commission does not require and did 
not intend to suggest the need for strict 
adherence to Regulatory Guide 1.45 
outside the containment. The proposed 
rule stated only that “* * * leakage 
detection requirements equivalent to 
Regulatory Guide 1.45 must be satisfied 
for all piping within the scope of this 
rule.’ Scheduled operator walkdowns 
can be used as a means of leak 
detection outside the containment. 

Issue 16: Older operating plants 
should not be held to the requirement 
that heavy component supports should 
meet ASME Code allowables as a 
condition for applying leak-before- 
break. 

Commission Response: The use of 
ASME Code allowables for heavy 
component supports of older operating 
plants as a condition for applying leak- 
before-break technology is not required. 
However, when heavy component 
supports are redesigned excluding the 
dynamic effects of pipe rupture, current 
industry codes (such as the ASME or 
AISC code) may be required. 
Additionally, current NRC criteria for 
calculating seismic loads {coupled with 
the already existing SSE) may also be 
required. For example, a simple 
replacement of high strength fasteners 
with more ductile fasteners of lower 
yield strength would not require changes 
in the industry codes or seismic criteria 
from that used in the origina! design. On 
the other hand, modification of the 
heavy component supports that involves 
redesign and removal of snubbers in 
early vintage plants would require use 
of current industry codes and NRC 
seismic criteria. Dynamic effects from 
pipe ruptures in branch connections 
must be considered if the branch 
connections do not qualify for leak- 
before-break. In heavy component 
support redesign, improved functional 
reliability must be demonstrated for any 
changes made. Structural capacity 
associated with the original steel and 
concrete, including struts, columns, 
pedestals, hangers, trusses and skirts 
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cannot be diminished in the support 
system of operating plants or plants 
under construction. Redesigns will be 
limited to replacing high strength 
fastener material and reducing the 
number and capacity of snubbers. 
Applicants and licensees undertaking 
heavy component support redesign, with 
dynamic effects of pipe rupture 
eliminated, should use independent 
design and fabrication verification 
procedures to minimize design and 
construction errors. Displacements and 
rotations resulting from potential failure 
of redesigned lateral (horizontal) 
supports should not lead to the rupture 
of piping connected to the reactor 
coolant loop heavy components. 

Issue 17: Additional guidance is 
needed on the acceptability of remedial 
stress enhancement programs such as 
induction heating as it pertains to stress, 
corrosion, cracking, residual stress 
states and sensitization. 

Commission Response: The rule 
precludes leak-before-break evaluations 
for systems that have materials that are 
susceptible to intergranular stress 
corrosion cracking (IGSCC). The 
Commission recognizes that remedial 
residual stress improvement treatments 
are effective in reducing susceptibility to 
IGSCC. However, remedial stress 
improvement treatments of 
nonconforming materials alone do not 
provide a sufficient basis to support 
leak-before-break evaluations in the 
context of this rule. The Commission 
would, however, review such 
evaluations case-by-case if hydrogen 
water chemistry were used as an 
adjunctive measure with the remedial 
stress improvement treatments. 
Practices with regard to facility water 
chemistry would be an additional factor 
considered in the review. 
Nonconforming piping with any planar 
flaws in excess of the standards in IWB 
3514.3 of Section XI of the ASME Code 
would not be permitted to use leak- 
before-break analyses. However, 
nonconforming piping that has been 
treated by two mitigating methods may 
qualify for leak-before-break if the 
piping contains no flaws larger than 
those permitted by IWB 3514.3 of 
Section XI of the ASME Code. If piping 
has been repaired by weld overlays, 
leak-before-break technology cannot be 
applied. 

Issue 18: The fracture mechanics 
approach should not require that the 
location of highest stress utilize the 
poorest material properties. 

Commission Response: The proposed 
rule stated that, in conducting the 
deterministic fracture mechanics 
evaluation, investigators would 
“identify the location(s) at which the 


highest stresses coincident with poorest 
materials properties occur * * *”. This 
sentence should have read “identify the 
location(s) which have the least 
favorable combinations of high stress 
and poor material properties * * *”. 
The Commission did not intend to 
combine the highest stresses at one 
location with the poorest material 
properties of another location. The 
critical rupture locations depend on 
stress and material properties, among 
other things, and investigators may need 
to examine several locations to decide 
which is the controlling case. 

Issue 19: The decision that leak- 
before-break technology is not 
applicable to materials subject to 
cleavage type fracture should be 
reconsidered. 

Commission Response: This comment 
is rejected. The Commission will allow 
leak-before-break technology only to 
materials which are ductile under the 
full range of system operating 
temperatures in order to avoid sudden 
brittle piping failures. 

Issue 20: The clause in the rule 
requiring Commission review and 
approval of analyses demonstrating 
piping integrity will preclude litigation 
over the scope of piping affected and the 
adequacy of the analyses. This would 
amount to a de facto illegal removal of a 
material issue from an operating license 
amendment proceeding. 

Commission Response: The 
commenter cites in support of this 
proposition Cleveland Electric 
illuminating Company (Perry Nuclear 
Power Plants, Units 1 and 2), ALAB-841, 
(July 25, 1986), reconsideration denied 
ALAB-844, (August 18, 1986). The 
Licensing Board case affirmed in ALAB- 
841 is Cleveland Electric Illuminating 
Company (Perry Nuclear Power Plant, 
Units 1 and 2), LBP-85-35, 22 NRC 514 
(1985). 

A careful reading of these cases 
shows that they do not stand for the 
commenter’s proposition. At issue was 
the scope and adequacy of the 
applicant's preliminary hydrogen control 
analysis required by 10 CFR 50.44(c)(3). 
One of the criteria for this analysis is 
that it “use accident scenarios that are 
accepted by the NRC staff.” 
(50.46(c)(vi)(B)(3)) The Licensing Board 
did not hold that the staff's approval of 
the applicant's analysis was binding and 
thus precluded a challenge to the scope 
and adequacy of the analysis. Rather, 
the Board permitted such a challenge on 
a number of issues. 22 NRC at 533-548. 
However, the Board did not allow the 
intervenor to raise other issues under 
this contention which went beyond the 
scope of the hydrogen control rule itself. 
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22 NRC at 548-549. The Board’s views 
on these matters were upheld on appeal. 

A direct application of this case to the 
GDC-~ context shows that the 
commenter’s conclusion is incorrect. The 
staff's acceptance of a GDC-4 analysis 
will not preclude litigation of either the 
scope of piping included or the 
adequacy of the analysis itself. 
However, a challenge on either basis 
must be confined to the overall scope of 
GDC~4 and could not be used as a 
collateral challenge to other parts of the 
regulations or to argue that the rule itself 
is inadequate. Challenges of this type 
must be brought pursuant to 10 CFR 
2.758. 

The staff's review and approval of the 
piping integrity analyses is an 
indispensable part of the 
impiementation of the leak-before-break 
concept. Without such review (for piping 
other than the PWR primary loop), the 
staff has no means to assure itself that 
the acceptance criteria have been 
properly applied. The comment is 
therefore rejected. 

Issue 21: The reallocation of resources 
within the NRC to review piping 
integrity analyses submitted under the 
amendment is barred by the Atomic 
Energy Act, which requires that public 
safety take precedence over cost 
savings to licensees. 

Commission Response: The 
Regulatory Analysis performed to 
support this rulemaking shows that 
there is a net safety benefit to be 
realized from proper application of leak- 
before-break technology. The 
Commission has undertaken the 
rulemaking for that purpose. The 
positive results in terms of simplicity of 
the plant, ease of inspection, avoidance 
of improper removal and reinstallation 
of unneeded supports and restraints, 
and the reduction of personnel 
exposures have been shown to vastly 
outweigh any additional risk associated 
with removing supports and restraints. 
Therefore, reallocation of NRC 
resources to ensure that NRC 
acceptance criteria are rigorously 
adhered to is fully justified in terms of 
public safety. 

In addition to these issues, the 
Commission deleted the fatigue crack 
growth analysis specified in the 
proposed rule. This requirement was 
found to be unnecessary because it was 
bounded by the crack stability analysis. 

Having considered all of the above, 
the Commission has determined that a 
final rule be promulgated 


VII. Availability of Documents 


1. Copies of NUREG-1061, Volume 3, 
may be purchased from the 
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Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, P.O. Box 
37082, Washington, DC, 20013-7082. 
Copies are also available from the 
National Technical Information Service, 
5285 Port Royal Road, Springfield, VA 
22161. A copy is also available for 
public inspection and/or copying at the 
NRC Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington, DC. 

2. Copies of the ASME Boiler and 
Pressure Vessel Code may be obtained 
from the American Society of 
Mechanical Engineers; 345 East 47th 
Street, New York, NY, 10017. 

3. Copies of Regulatory Guide 1.45 
entitled “Reactor Coolant Pressure 
Boundary Leakage Detection Systems” 
may be obtained by writing to the 
Division of Technical Information and 
Document Control, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC, 20555. 


VU. Finding of No Significant 
Environmental Impact: Availability 

The Commission has determined 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, as amended, and the 
Commission's regulations in Subpart A 
of 10 CFR Part 51, that this rule if 
adopted, would not be a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment and, 
therefore, an environmental impact 
statement is not required. Although 
certain plant hardware might be 
removed from the plant, consistent with 
this rule, the removal would not alter the 
environmental impact of the licensed 
activities as set out in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
each facility. The environmental 
assessment and finding of no significant 
impact on which this determination is 
based are available for inspection at the 
NRC Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street, NW., Washington, DC. Single 
copies of the environmental assessment 
and the finding of no significant impact 
are available from John A. O'Brien, 
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, telephone (301} 
443-7854. 


IX. Paperwork Reduction Act Statement 


This final rule does not contain a new 
or amended information collection 
requirement subject to the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 e¢ 
seg.). Existing information collection 
requirements under 10 CFR Part 50 were 
approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget approval number 3150-0011. 


X. Regulatory and Backfit Analyses 


The. regulatory analysis is available 
for inspection im the NRC Public 


Document Room, 1717 H Street NW, 
Washington, DC. Single copies of the 
analysis may be obtained from John A. 
O'Brien, Office of Nuclear Regulatory 
Research, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555, 
telephone (301) 443-7854. A backfit | 
analysis under 10 CFR 50.109 for the 
purpose of completeness was published 
in the proposed broad scope GDC-4 
modification (51 FR 26393), although it 
was not required because the rule will 
not require licensees or applicants to 
make any changes. The Commission's 
primary justification for this rulemaking 
rests.on its statutory responsibility to 
ensure an adequate level of protection 
of the public health and safety. 
Economic advantages or disadvantages 
resulting from this action did not affect 
such responsibilities. The Commission 
remains mindful of its statutory 
responsibilities pursuant to Union of 
Concerned Scientists et al. v. NRC, DDC 
No. 85-1757, August 4, 1987. The 
Commission has prepared, however, a 
regulatory analysis to set forth clearly 
the costs and benefits of the impacts of 
this rule and the examined alternatives. 


XL Regulatory Flexibility Act 
Certification 


As required by the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act of 1980, (5 U.S.C. 605(b)), 
the Commission certifies that this rule 
will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. This rule affects only the 
licensing and operation of nuclear 
power plants. The companies that own 
these plants do not fall within the scope 
of the definitions of “small entities” set 
forth in the Regulatory Flexibility Act or 
the Small Business Size Standards set 
out in regulations issued by the Small 
Business Administration at 13 CFR Part 
121. 


List of Subjects in 10 CFR Part 50 


Antitrust, Classified information, Fire 
prevention, Incorporation by reference, 
Intergovernmental relations, Nuclear 
power plants and reactors, Penalty, 
Radiation protection, Reactor siting 
criteria, Reporting and recordkeeping - 
requirements. 


Final Rule 


For the reasons set out in the. 
preamble and under the authority of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, 
as amended, and 5 U.S.C. 553, the NRC 
is adopting the following amendments to 
10-CFR Part 50. 
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PART 50—DOMESTIC LICENSING OF 
PRODUCTION AND UTILIZATION 
FACILITIES 


1. The authority citation for Part 50 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: Secs. 102, 103, 104, 105, 161, 182, 
183, 186, 189, 68 Stat. 936, 937, 948, 953, 954, 
955, 956, as amended, sec. 234, 83 Stat. 1244, 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 2132, 2133, 2134, 2201, 
2232, 2233, 2236, 2239, 2282); secs. 201, as 
amended, 202, 206, 88 Stat. 1242, as amended, 
1244, 1246 (42 U.S.C. 5841, 5842, 5846). 

Section 50.7 also issued under Pub. L. 95- 
601, sec. 10, 92 Stat. 2951 (42 U.S.C. 5851). 
Section 50.10 also issued under secs. 101, 185, 
68 Stat. 936, 955, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2131, 
2235); sec. 102, Pub. L. 91-190, 83 Stat. 853 (42 
U.S.C. 4332). Sections 50.23, 50.53, 50.55, and 
50.56 also issued under sec. 185, 68 Stat. 955 
(42 U.S.C. 2235). Sections 50.33a, 50.55a and 
Appendix Q also issued under sec. 102, Pub. 
L. 91-190, 83 Stat. 853 (42 U.S.C. 4332). 
Sections 50.34 and 50.54 also issued under 
sec. 204, 88 Stat. 1245 (42 U.S.C. 5844). 
Sections 50.58, 50.91, and 50.92 also issued 
under Pub. L. 97-415, 96 Stat. 2073 (42 U.S.C. 
2239). Section 50.78 also issued under sec. 
122, 68 Stat. 939 (42 U.S.C. 2152). Sections. 
50.80 through 50.81 also issued under sec. 184, 
68 Stat. 954, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2234). 
Section 50.103 also issued under sec. 108, 68 
Stat. 939, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2138). 
Appendix F also issued under sec. 187, 68 
Stat. 955 (42 U.S.C. 2237). 

For the purposes of sec. 223, 68 Stat. 958, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 2273); $§ 50.10 (a),. (b), 
and (c), 50.44, 50.46, 50.48, 50.54, and 50.80{a) 
are issued under sec. 161b,.68 Stat. 948, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 2201(b)); §§ 50.10 (b) and 
(c), and 50.54 are issued under sec. 161i, 68 
Stat. 949, as dmended (42 U.S.C. 2201(i}); and 
§§ 50.55{e), 50.59(b), 50.70, 50.71, 50.72, 50.73, 
and 50.78 are issued under sec. 1610, 68 Stat. 
950, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2201(0)}. 


2. In Appendix A, General Design 
Criterion 4 is revised to read as follows: 


Appendix A—General Design Criteria 
for Nuclear Power Plants 


* * * a 7. 
Criteria 
I. Overall Requirements 


* * +. * « 


Criterion 4—Environmeatal and dynamic 
effects design bases. Structures, systems, and 
components important to safety shall be 
designed to accommodate the effects of and 
to be compatible with the environmental 
conditions associated with normal operation, 
maintenance, testing, and postulated 
accidents, including loss-of-coolant 
accidents. These structures, systems, and 
compenents shall be appropriately protected 
against dynamic effects, including the effects 
of missiles, pipe whipping, and discharging 
fluids, that may result from equipment 
failures and from events and conditions 
outside the nuclear power unit. However, 
dynamic effects associated with postulated 
pipe ruptures in nuclear power units may be ~ - 
excluded from the design basis when 
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analyses reviewed and approved by the 
Commission demonstrate that the probability 
of fluid system piping rupture is extremely 
low under conditions consistent with the 
design basis for the piping. 

Dated at Washingion, DC, this 22nd day of 
October 1987. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Samuel J. Chilk, 
Secretary of the Commission. 
[FR Doc. 87-24816 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 
21 CFR Part 510 


Animal Drugs, Feeds, and Related 
Products; Change of Sponsor Address 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is amending the 
animal drug regulations to reflect a 
change of sponsor address for Fermenta 
Animal Health Co., Med-Tech, Inc., and 
Medico Industries, Inc. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 27, 1987. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John R. Markus, Center for Veterinary 
Medicine (HFV-142), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-6954. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Fermenta Animal Health Co., informed 
FDA of a change of address for 
Fermenta Animal Health Co., from 7410 
NW. Tiffany Springs Parkway, Box 260, 
Kansas City, MO 64153-1865; Med-Tech, 
Inc., from P.O. Box 338, Elwood, KS 
66024; and Medico Industries, Inc., from 
Elkan Estates, P.O. Box 338, Elwood, KS 
66024; to 7410 NW. Tiffany Springs 
Parkway, P.O. Box 901350, Kansas City, 
MO 64190-1350. The agency is amending 
21 CFR 510.600(c) (1) and (2) to reflect 
the sponsors’ address change. 


List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 510 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Animal drugs, Labeling, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs and redelegated to 
the Center for Veterinary Medicine, Part 
510 is amended as follows: 


PART 510—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 


1. The authority citation for 21 CFR 
Part 510 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: Secs. 512, 701(a) (21 U.S.C. 360b, 
371(a}); 21 CFR 5.10 and 5.83. 


§ 510.600 [Amended] 

2. Section 510.600 Names, addresses, 
and drug labeler codes of sponsors of 
approved applications is amended in 
paragraph (c)(1) in the entries for 
“Fermenta Animal Health Co.,” ‘“Med- 
Tech, Inc.,”. and “Medico Industries, 
Inc.,” and in paragraph (c)(2) in the 
entries for 013983," “015562,” and 
“054273,” by revising the sponsors’ 
address to read “7410 NW. Tiffany 
Springs Parkway, P.O. Box 901350, 
Kansas City, MO 64190-1350." 

Dated: October 20, 1987. 

Richard A. Carnevale, 

Acting Associate Director, Office of New 
Animal Drug Evaluation, Center for 
Veterinary Medicine. 


[FR Doc. 87-24755 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 





ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Parts 260 and 268 
{FRL-3277-3] 


Test Methods for Hazardous Waste 
Covered by the Land Disposal 
Restrictions 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Final rule; incorporation by 
reference. 


SUMMARY: On July 8, 1987, EPA 
promulgated a final rule (52 FR 25760) 
that imposed land disposal restrictions 
for a group of liquid hazardous wastes 
known as the California list. The final 
rule also established methods for 
determining compliance with the 
prohibitions, and modified portions of 
the land disposal restrictions framework 
promulgated November 7, 1986 (51 FR 
40572). 

Since the California list consists of 
liquid hazardous wastes (with the 
exception of certain halogenated organic 
compounds that are restricted in solid as 
well as liquid form), the Agency 
specified a test method in § 268.32(i) for 
determining when a waste is a liquid for 
purposes of the California list land 
disposal restrictions. The Agency is 
today amending the regulations set forth 
in the California list final rule to 
incorporate by reference “Test Methods 
for Evaluating Solid Waste, Physical/ 
Chemical Methods,” EPA Publication 
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SW-846, which contains the specified 
test method for determining when a 
waste is a liquid. 

Publication SW-846 was previously 
incorporated by reference in 40 CFR 
260.11(a). The Agency is referencing this 
document for purposes of the California 
list through a citation to the previous 
incorporation by reference. The Agency 
is also making a conforming cross- 
reference in § 260.11 to Part 268. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This final rule is 
effective October 27, 1987. As a rule of 
Agency procedure, no prior notice or 
opportunity to comment is required on 
an incorporation by reference which 
imposes no new substantive obligations. 
The incorporation by reference of 
certain publications listed in the 
regulations is approved by the Director 
of the Federal Register as of October 27, 
1987. 


ADDRESS: SW-846 can be ordered from 
the U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Superintendent of Documents, 
Washington, DC 20402. The order 
number is 955-001-00000-1. The cost is 
$110.00. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: For general 
information contact the RCRA Hotline 
at (800) 424-9346 (toll free) or (202) 382- 
3000 (locally). For information on 
specific aspects of this final rule contact 
Rhonda Craig, Office of Solid Waste 
(WH-562B), (202) 382-4800. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Parts 260 and 
268 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Confidentia! business 
information, Hazardous waste, 
Incorporation by reference, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements. 

Dated: October 2, 1987. 

Marcia E. Williams, 
Director, Office of Solid Wasie. 

For.the reasons set out in the 
preamble, Title 40 of Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows: 


PART 260—HAZARDOUS WASTE 
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM: GENERAL 


1. The authority citation for Part 260 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 6905, 6935, 6937, 6938, 
and 6939. 


2. In § 260.11, the introductory text of 
paragraph (a) is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 260.11 References. 


(a) When used in Parts 260 through 
270 of this chapter, the following 





41296 


publications are incorporated by 
reference: 


* * * * * 


PART 268—LAND DISPOSAL 
RESTRICTIONS 


1. The authority citation for Part 268 is 
revised to read as follows: 


Authority: 42 U.S.C. 6905, 6912(a), 6921, and 
6924. 


2. In § 268.32, paragraph (i) is 
amended by adding the following to the 
end of the paragraph: 


§ 268.32 Waste specific prohibitions— 
California list wastes. 


(i) zee 
(Incorporated by reference, see 
§ 260.11(a) of this chapter.) 


* * * * * 


[FR Doc. 87-24795 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Parts 704 and 721 


[OPTS-50559A and OPTS-82029A; FRL- 
3280-2] 


Trichlorobutylene Oxide; 
Epibromohydrin; and 
Hexafluoropropylene Oxide; 
Significant New Uses of Chemical 
Substances; Submission of Notice of 
Manufacture, Import, or Processing 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


suMMaRy: EPA is promulgating a 
significant new use rule (SNUR) under 
section 5({a)(2) of the Toxic Substances 
Control Act (TSCA) for 
trichlorobutylene oxide (TCBO) (CAS 
Number 3083-25-8), epibromohydrin 
(EBH) (CAS Number 3132-64-7), and 
hexafluoropropylene oxide (HFPO) 
(CAS Number 428-59-1). EPA believes 
that these substances may be hazardous 
to human health, and that the uses 
identified in this final rule may result in 
significant human exposure. As a result 
of this rule, certain persons who intend 
to manufacture, import, or process these 
substances for a significant new use are 
required to notify EPA at least 90 days 
before commencing that activity. The 
required notice will provide EPA with 
the opportunity to evaluate the intended 
use, and, if necessary, prohibit or limit 
that activity before it occurs. 

EPA is also requiring under section 
8(a) of TSCA that manufacturers, 
importers, and processors of HFPO who 
are not covered by the SNUR 
notification requirements notify EPA of 
manufacture, import, or processing of 
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this chemical substance. This reporting 
rule will allow EPA to track the 
manufacture, import, processing, and 
end uses of this substance and to 
investigate the health and 
environmental impacts of such 
activities. Small businesses that 
manufacture, import, or process HFPO, 
and manufacturers and importers of 
HFPO who have previously reported on 
those activities under EPA's Preliminary 
Assessment Information Rule, are 
exempt from the section 8({a) reporting 
rule. 

This rule was proposed in the Federal 
Register of January 2, 1987 (52 FR 107). 
DATES: In accordance with 40 CFR 23.5 
(50 FR 7271), this rule shall be 
promulgated for purposes of judicial 
review at 1 p.m. eastern time on 
November 10, 1987. This rule becomes 
effective on December 10, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward A. Klein, Director, TSCA 
Assistance Office (TS—799), Office of 
Toxic Substances, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room E-543, 401 M” 
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20460, 
Telephone: (202-554-1404). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule 
requires persons who intend to 
manufacture, import, or process TCBO 
or EBH for any use, or HFPO for any use 
other than as an intermediate in the 
manufacture of fluorinated substances" 
in an enclosed process, to submit a 
Significant New Use Notice to EPA prior 
to their commencement of such 
manufacture, import, or processing. EPA 
is also requiring under this rule that 
persons who manufacture, import, or 
process HFPO for use as an 
intermediate in the manufacture of 
fluorinated substances in an enclosed 
process, submit a section 8(a) notice to 
EPA, unless the person(s) meet one of 
the exemptions contained in the rule. 


I. Authority 


The Agency is promulgating this rule 
pursuant to sections 5(a) (2) and 8(a) of 
TSCA, 15 U.S.C. 2604(a)(2) and 2607(a). 

Section 5(a)(2) of TSCA authorizes 
EPA to determine that a use of a 
chemical substance is a significant new 
use. The Agency must make this 
determination by rule after 
consideration of all relevant factors, 
including those listed in section 5(a)(2). 
Once EPA determines that a use of a 
chemical substance is a significant new 
use, section 5(a)(1)(B) of TSCA requires 
persons to submit a notice to EPA at 
least 90 days before they commence the 
manufacture, import, or processing of 
the substance for that use. 

Persons subject to this SNUR must 
comply with the same notice 


requirements and EPA regulatory 
procedures as submitters of 
premanufacture notices (PMNs) under 
section 5(a)(1)(A) of TSCA. In particular, 
these requirements include the 
information submission requirements of 
section 5 (b) and (d)(1), the exemptions 
authorized by section 5(h) (1), (2), (3), 
and (5), and the regulations at 40 CFR 
Part 720. Once EPA receives a 
Significant New Use Notice, the Agency 
may take regulatory action under 
section 5(e), 5(f), 6, or 7 to control the 
activities for which it has received a 
Significant New Use Notice. If EPA does 
not take action, section 5(g) of TSCA 
requires the Agency to explain in the 
Federal Register its reasons for not 
taking action. 

Persons who intend to export a 
substance identified in a proposed or 
final SNUR are subject to the export 
notification provisions of TSCA section 
12(b). The regulations that interpret 
section 12(b) appear at 40 CFR Part 707. 
Persons who intend to import a chemical 
substance are subiect to the TSCA 
section 13 import certification 
requirements, which are codified at 19 
CFR 12.118 through 12.127 and 127.28. 
Persons who import a substance 
identified in a final SNUR must certify 
that they are in compliance with the 
SNUR requirements. The EPA policy in 
support of the import certification 
requirements appears at 40 CFR Part 
707. 

Section 8(a) of TSCA authorizes the 
Administrator to promulgate rules which 
require each person (other than a small 
manufacturer, importer, or processor) 
who manufactures, imports, or 
processes, or who proposes to 
manufacture, import, or process a 
chemical substance, to submit such 
reports as the Administrator may 
reasonably require. 


II. Applicability of General Provisions 


In the Federal Register of September 
5, 1984 (49 FR 35011), EPA promulgated 
general regulatory provisions applicable 
to SNURs (40 CFR Part 721, Subpart A). 
The general provisions are discussed in 
detail in that Federal Register notice, 
and interested persons should refer to 
that document for further information. 
These general provisions apply to this 
rule except as specified in §§ 721.320 
and 721.324. On April 22, 1986 (51 FR 
15104), EPA proposed revisions to the 
general provisions, some of which would 
apply to this SNUR. 

General provisions applicable to 
section 8(a) rules were published in the 
Federal Register of May 25, 1983 (48 FR 
23420, 40 CFR Part 704). These general 
provisions apply to this rule. 
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Ill. Summary of This Rule 
A. Significant New Use Rule 


FPA is designating any use of TCBO, 
any use of EBH, and any use of HFPO 
other than,as an intermediate in the 
manufacture of fluorinated substances 
in an enclosed process as significant 
new uses.of these chemical. substances. 
This rule requires persons who intend to 
manufacture, import, or process TCBO, 
EBH, or HFPO for these significant new 
uses to notify EPA at least 90 days 
before beginning such manufacture, 
import, or processing. 

EPA believes that the initiation of new 
manufacture, import, or processing of 
TCBO, EBH, or HFPO for the significant 
new uses described in this rule has a 
high potential to increase the magnitude 
and duration of exposure to these 
substances and to change the type or 
form of exposure from that which 
currently exists. These substances are 
members of the category of chemical 
substances known as halogenated alky! 
epoxides. One member of this category, 
epichlorohydrin, has been demonstrated 
to cause carcinogenic effects in rats and 
existing data show that it may also 
cause mutagenic, neurotoxic, and 
reproductive effects, as well as certain 
other chronic effects (e-g., liver and 
kidney effects). Based upon the 
similarity in chemical structure between 
epichlorohydrin and TCBO, EBH, and 
HFPO, EPA believes that these 
substances may exhibit similar toxic 
effects. Given the potential toxicity of 
these chemical substances, the 
reasonably anticipated situations that 
could result in exposure, and the lack of 
sufficient existing regulatory controls, 
individuals could be exposed to TCBO, 
EBH, or HFPO at levels which could 
result in adverse effects. 

The consideration of these factors has 
resulted in EPA's decision that certain 
uses of TCBO, EBH, or HFPO be 
designated significant new uses of these 
chemical substances. Persons intending 
to manufacture, import, or process 
TCBO, EBH, or HFPO for these 
significant new uses are required to 
notify EPA at least 90 days before they 
begin such manufacture, import, or 
processing. Advance notification will 
allow EPA the opportunity to evaluate 
the intended activities and to protect 
against adverse exposures to TCBO, 
EBH, or HFPO before they can occur. 


B. Section 8&(a) Rule 


The SNUR for HFPO described above 
will ensure EPA is notified in the event 
that HFPO is manufactured, imported, or 
processed for any use other than as an 
intermediate in the manufacture of 
fluorinated substances in an enclosed 


process. However, under the SNUR, 
persons who manufacture or import 
HFPO are-not required to report to EPA 
if the HFPO they manufacture or import 
is to be used as an intermediate in the - 
manufacture of fluorinated substances 
in an enclosed process. Persons.could 
also use HFPO as an intermediate in the 
manufacture of fluorinated substances 
in an enclosed process, but certain 
portions of the processing operation 
(such as raw material transfer) could 
result in potentially high human 
exposures. 

EPA has had the opportunity to 
evaluate the only ongoing use of HFPO, 
by a single firm, as an intermediate for 
the manufacture of fluorinated 
substances in an enclosed process, and 
exposures resulting from that firm's 
manufacturing and processing of HFPO 
for that use. No firms currently import 
HFPO. The sole firm that currently 
manufactures HFPO is also the only 
processor of the substance. That 
company utilizes personal protective 
practices and engineering controls that 
the Agency believes are sufficient to 
minimize exposure to HFPO. 

However, EPA is concerned that 
future HFPO manufacturing, importing, 
and processing activities associated 
with this use by other firms could 
present the opportunity for increased 
human exposure to this chemical 
substance. Because the SNUR will not 
provide notification of future 
manufacturing, importing, and 
processing activities associated with 
this use, and because the substance is a 
possible human health hazard, EPA 
believes it is necessary to require 
reporting under TSCA section 8{a) if 
HFPO activities not covered by the 
SNUR are initiated. 

EPA is therefore requiring that 
persons who intend to manufacture, 
import, or process HFPO for use as an 
intermediate in the manufacture of 
fluorinated substances in an enclosed 
process notify EPA within 30 days after 
making the firm management decision to 
commit financia! resources for the 
manufacturing, importing, or processing 
of HFPO. 

Persons who manufactured, imported, 
or processed HFPO for use as an 
intermediate in the manufacture of 
fluorinated substances in an enclosed 
process as of the effective date of the 
final rule are exempt from reporting, 
provided those persons had already 
reported to EPA on such activities under 
section 8{a) of TSCA. On June 22, 1982 
(47 FR 26998), the Agency required 
manufacturers and importers of HFPO to 
report on their activities using a 
“Preliminary Assessment Information 
Manufacturer's Report” (EPA Form 
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7710-35}. The current manufacturer (and 
processor) of HFPO provided 
considerable information about the 
manufacturing; processing, and 
engineering practices at its facility, the 
special personal protective practices 
undertaken there, and the results of 
workplace monitoring to determine 
atmospheric concentrations of HFPO. 
EPA is exempting this facility from 
reporting because the Agency has had 
the opportunity to evaluate its 
previously reported HFPO activities, 
and has found that adequate steps are 
being taken to minimize human 
exposure. 

Small manufacturers (including 
importers) as described at 40 CFR 704.3 
are also exempt from reporting under 
the section 8{a) rule. Processors meeting 
the same size standards as those 
described for small manufacturers at 40 
CFR 704.3 are exempt from reporting 
(see § 704.104(a)(3)). Small business 
exemptions do not apply to reporting 
under the SNUR. 

EPA is requiring that persons who are 
subject to the section 8{a) rule submit a 
Premanufacture Notice Form (EPA Form 
7710-25). A copy of that form can be 
found at 40 CFR Part 720, Appendix A. 
When submitting this Premanufacture 
Notice Form, include a cover sheet 
which indicates that it is in response to 
§ 704.104. 


IV. Comments on Proposed Rule 


During the 60-day comment period 
following the publication of the 
proposed rule (52 FR 107) one comment 
was received. The commenter stated 
that the combined SNUR/section 8(a) 
rule for HFPO was a reasonable and 
cost effective alternative to requiring 
oncogenicity, mutagenicity, and 
reproductive effects testing previously 
proposed by the Agency (48 FR 57686). 


V. Discussion of Chemical Substances 
A. Background 


Section 4{e) of TSCA established an 
Interagency Testing Committee (ITC) to 
recommend to EPA a list of chemical 
substances and mixtures to be 
considered for testing under section 4{a) 
of the Act. 

The ITC designated the category of 
halogenated alky! epoxides for priority 
consideration in its Second Report, 
published in the Federal Register of 
April 19, 1978 (43 FR 16684). The ITC 
defined this category as “halogenated 
noncyclic aliphatic hydrocarbons with 
one or more epoxy functional groups.” 
Seven specific compounds in this 
category are discussed in the ITC report: 
epichlorohydrin, 1,1,1-trichloro-2,3- 
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epoxy-propane (TCPO), 1,4-dichloro-2,3- 
epoxybutane (DCBO), tetrafluoro- 
ethylene oxide (TFEO), TCBO, EBH, and 
HFPO. 

The ITC recommended that 
halogenated alkyl epoxides be 
considered for testing for 
carcinogenicity, mutagenicity, 
teratogenicity, and other chronic effects. 
The ITC also recommended that 
epidemiology studies be considered. The 
ITC’s recommendations for this category 
were based on high production levels for 
one member of this category (500 million 
pounds per year for epichlorohydrin), a 
National Institute for Occupational 
Safety and Health estimate of between 
50,000 to 140,000 workers exposed to 
epichlorohydrin each year, expected 
increases in the use of other 
halogenated alkyl! epoxides, and limited 
studies on the oncogenic, mutagenic, 
teratogenic, and other chronic effects of 
members of this category of substances. 

In the Federal Register of December 
30, 1983 (48 FR 57695), EPA published a 
“decision not to test” six of the 
halogenated alkyl epoxides. 


B. Epichlorohydrin 


EPA decided that testing of 
epichlorohydrin was not necessary 
because the oncogenic and mutagenic 
effects of this chemical substance are 
already well documented. 
Epichlorohydrin has been reported to 
produce carcinomas of the nasal cavity, 
squamous cell hyperplasia, papillomas, 
and carcinomas of the forestomach, and 
squamous cell carcinomas of the oral 
cavity in rats. There are also extensive 
data on the mutagenicity of 
epichlorohydrin, demonstrating gene 
mutations and chromosomal aberrations 
both in vivo and in vitro. In light of the 
available data for epichlorohydrin, EPA 
considers members of the halogenated 
alkyl epoxide category to present a 
potential health hazard to humans 
should exposures occur. 


C. TCPO, DCBO, and TFEO 


EPA decided that the testing of TCPO, 
DCBO, and TFEO was not appropriate 
because none of these three substances 
is listed on the TSCA Inventory. If a 
person decided to manufacture, import, 
or process one of these three 
substances, they would be subject to the 
PMN requirements of 40 CFR Part 720. 
Upon submission of the PMN, EPA 
would be provided the opportunity to 
evaluate the activities described in the 
PMN. The PMN requirements are 
essentially the same as the reporting 
requirements under a SNUR. 


D. TCBO and EBH 


TCBO and EBH are both listed on the 
TSCA inventory. EPA surveyed the = 
companies reporting production for the 
original inventory, and found that TCBO 
is not currently being manufactured, 
imported, or processed, and EBH is 
being produced in quantities of 25 
pounds or less solely for research and 
development. In the case of these two 
chemical substances, EPA does not 
believe that testing currently is 
warranted in light of the low production 
volume, low levels of exposure, and 
limited number of persons exposed. EPA 
will monitor changes in exposures to 
TCBO and EBH with a SNUR instead of 
promulgating a test rule at this time. 


E. HFPO 


Also in the Federal Register of 
December 30, 1983, EPA proposed to 
require oncogenicity, mutagenicity, and 
reproductive effects testing for HFPO. 
One commenter on the proposed rule 
argued that: (1) Only one company 
manufactures, imports, or processes 
HFPO, (2) extensive engineering and 
personal protective controls are used in 
HFPO manufacturing, importing, and 
processing operations, and (3) the cost 
of the proposed health effects testing 
was prohibitive in light of the relatively 
low production volume of HFPO, the 
low levels of exposure, and the limited 
number of persons exposed. For these 
reasons, EPA is monitoring changes in 
exposures to HFPO with a combined 
SNUR/section 8(a) rule instead of 
promulgating a final test rule at this 
time. 


VI. Alternatives 


In the proposed rule, EPA considered 
alternative regulatory actions for HFPO, 
TCBO, and EBH. One comment was 
received and supported the regulatory 
approach chosen for HFPO. EPA has 
therefore decided to proceed with the 
promulgation of a SNUR for EBH and 
TCBO, and a combined SNUR/section 
8(a) rule for HFPO. 


VII. Applicability of Proposal to Uses 
Occurring Before Promulgation of Final 
Rule 


EPA believes that the intent of section 
5(a)(1)(B) is best served by determining 
whether a use is a significant new use as 
of the proposal date of the SNUR rather 
than after the promulgation of a final 
rule. If uses begun during the proposal 
period of the SNUR were considered 
ongoing as of the date of promulgation, 
it would be difficult for the Agency to 
establish SNUR notice requirements, ~ 
because any person could defeat the 
SNUR by initiating the proposed 
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significant new use before the rule 
became final. ; 

Thus, persons who began commercial 
manufacture, importation, or processing 
of TCBO, EBH, or HFPO for a proposed 
significant new use designated in this 
rule between proposal and promulgation 
of the SNUR must cease that activity 
before the effective date of this rule. To 
resume their activities, these persons 
must comply with all applicable SNUR 
notice requirements and wait until the 
notice review period, including all 
extensions, expires. 


VIII. Test Data and Other Information 


EPA recognizes that, under TSCA 
section 5, persons are not required to 
develop any particular test data before 
submitting a notice. Rather, persons are 
required only to submit test data in their 
possession or control and to describe 
any other data known to or reasonably 
ascertainable by them. 

However, in view of the potential 
risks to human health that may be posed 
by a significant new use of TCBO, EBH, 
or HFPO, EPA encourages potential 
Significant New Use Notice submitters 
to conduct tests that would permit a 
reasoned evaluation of risks posed by 
these substances when utilized for an 
intended use. The Agency believes that 
the results of carcinogenicity, 
mutagenicity, reproductive effects, and 
other chronic effects testing would help 
characterize the principal potential 
adverse human health effects of concern 
to the Agency. These studies may not be 
the only means of addressing potential 
risks. Significant New Use Notices 
submitted without accompanying test 
data may increase the likelihood that 
EPA would take action under section 
5(e). 

EPA encourages persons to consult 
with the Agency before selecting a 
protocol for testing the substances. As 
part of this optional prenotice 
consultation, EPA will discuss the test 
data it believes necessary to evaluate a 
significant new use of the substances. 
Test data should be developed 
according to TSCA Good Laboratory 
Practice Standards at 40 CFR Part 792. 
Failure to do so may lead the Agency to 
find such data to be insufficient to 
reasonably evaluate the health or 
environmental effects of the substances. 

EPA urges Significant New Use Notice 
submitters to provide detailed 
information on human exposure and 
environmental release that may result 
from the significant new use of TCBO, 
EBH, or HFPO. In addition, EPA urges 
persons to submit information on 
potential benefits of the substances and 
information on risks posed by tke 
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substances compared to risks posed by 
potential substitutes. 


IX. Economic Impact 


The Agency has evaluated the 
potential costs of establishing notice 
requirements for potential 
manufacturers, importers, and 
processors of TCBO, EBH, or HFPO. The 
estimated cost of reporting for a person 
subject to either the section 8(a) or 
SNUR portion of this rule is between 
$1,400 and $8,000 per notice submitted. 
This is the same economic impact as 
discussed in the proposal for this rule. 
The Agency's complete economic 
analysis is available in the rulemaking 
record for this rule (OPTS-50559A and 
OPTS-82029A). 


X. Rulemaking Record 


EPA has established a record for this 
rulemaking (docket control numbers 
OPTS-50559A and OPTS-82029A). The 
record includes basic information 
considered by the Agency in developing 
this final rule. The record now includes 
the following: 

1. The proposed rule. 
Trichlorobutylene Oxide; 
Epibromohydrin; Hexafluoropropylene 
Oxide; Proposed Significant New Uses 
of Chemical Substances; Submission of 
Notice of Manufacture, Import, or 
Processing. 

2. Economic analysis of combined 
significant new use rule for 
epibromohydrin, 1,1,1-trichloro-3,4- 
epoxybutane, and hexafluoropropylene 
oxide and section 8(a) rule for 
hexafluoropropylene oxide. 

3. Hexafluoropropylene Oxide 
Proposed Test Rule. Federal Register, 
December 30, 1983. 

4. Halogenated Alkyl Epoxides 
Response to the Interagency Testing 
Committee. Federal Register, December 
30, 1986. (48 FR 57695). 

5. Second Report of the Interagency 
Testing Committee; Receipt and Request 
for Comments. Federal Register, April 
19, 1978. 

6. E.I. DuPont de Nemours & 
Company. Comments on 
Hexafluoropropylene Oxide Proposed 
Test Rule. March 28, 1984. 

7. E.l. DuPont de Nemours & 
Company. Comments on the proposed 
Hexafluoropropylene Oxide SNUR. 
February 26, 1987. 

This record is available in the OTS 
Public Information Office, from 8 a.m. to 
4 p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
legal holidays. The OTS Public 
Information Office is located in Room 
NE-G004, 401 M Street, SW., 
Washington, DC. 


XI. Regulatory Assessment 
Requirements 


A. Executive Order 12291 


Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is 
“major” and therefore requires a 
regulatory impact analysis. EPA has 
determined that this rule is not a “Major 
Rule” because it will not have an effect 
on the economy of $100 million or more, 
and it will not have a significant effect 
on competition, costs, or prices. While 
there is no precise way to calculate the 
annual cost of this rule, EPA estimates 
that the reporting cost for submitting a 
notice would be approximately $1,400 to 
$8,000. EPA believes that, because of the 
nature of the rule and the substances 
involved, there would be few notices 
submitted. Further, while the expense of 
a notice and the uncertainty of possible 
EPA regulation may discourage certain 
innovation, that impact would be limited 
because such factors are unlikely to 
discourage an innovation that has high 
potential. value. 

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review as required by 
Executive Order 12291. 


B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 


Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
(5 U.S.C. 605(b)), EPA has determined 
that this rule will not have a significant 
impact on a substantial number of small 
businesses. The Agency has not 
determined whether persons affected by 
this rule are likely to be small 
businesses. However, EPA expects to 
receive few notices for the substances. 
Therefore, the Agency believes that the 
number of small businesses affected by 
this rule will not be substantial, even if 
all notice submitters were small firms. 

The section 8(a) rule for HFPO 
exempts “small” manufacturers (as 
defined in 40 CFR 704.4) and “small” 
processors (as defined in § 704.104(a)(3)) 
from reporting on this chemical 
substance. 


C. Paperwork Reduction Act 


OMB has approved the information 
collection requirements contained in this 
rule under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seg. and has assigned 
OMB Control Numbers 2070-0067 and 
2070-0038. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Parts 704 and 
721 


Chemicals, Environmental protection, 
Hazardous substances, Recordkeeping 
and reporting requirements, Significant 
new uses. 
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Dated: October 14, 1987. 
John A. Moore, 
Assistant Administrator for Pesticides and 
Toxic Substances. 

Therefore, 40 CFR Chapter I is 
amended as follows: 


PART 704—{ AMENDED] 


1. In Part 704: 
a. The authority citation for Part 704 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 15 U.S.C. 2607(a). 


b. By adding a new § 704.104 to read 
as follows: 


§ 704.104 Hexafluoropropyiene oxide. 

(a) Definitions. (1) “‘HFPO” means the 
chemical substance 
hexafluoropropylene oxide, CAS 
Number 428-59-1. [Listed in TSCA 
Inventory as oxirane, 
trifluoro(trifluoromethy])-} 

(2) “Enclosed process” means a 
process that is designed and operated so 
that there is no intentional release of 
any substance present in the process. A 
process with fugitive, inadvertent, or 
emergency pressure relief releases 
remains an enclosed process so long as 
measures are taken to prevent worker 
exposure to and environmental 
contamination from the releases. 

(3) “Small processor” means a 
processor that meets either the standard 
in paragraph (a)(3)(i) of this section or 
the standard in paragraph (a)(3)(ii) of 
this section. 

(i) First standard. A processor of a 
chemical substance is small if its total 
annual sales, when combined with those 
of its parent company, if any, are less 
than $40 million. However, if the annual 
processing volume of a particular 
chemical substance at any individual 
site owned or controlled by the 
processor is greater than 45,400 
kilograms (100,000 pounds), the 
processor shall not qualify as smail for 
purposes of reporting on the processing 
of that chemical substance at thit site, 
unless the processor qualifies as small 
under paragraph (a)(3)(ii) of this section. 

(ii) Second standard. A processor of a 
chemical substance is small if its total 
annual sales, when combined with those 
of its parent company (if any), are less 
than $4 million, regardless of the 
quantity of the particular chemical 
substance processed by that company. 

(iii) Inflation index. EPA will use the 
Inflation Index described in the 
definition of “small manufacturer” that 
is set forth in § 704.3 for purposes of 
adjusting the total annual sales values 
of this small processor definition. EPA 
will provide Federal Register 
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notification when changing the total 
annual sales values of this definition. 

(b) Persons who must report. Except 
as provided in paragraph (c) of this 
section, the following persons are 
subject to this section: 

(1) Persons who manufacture or 
propose to manufacture HFPO for use as 
an intermediate in the manufacture of 
fluorinated substances in an enclosed 
process. 

(2) Persons who import or propose to 
import HFPO for use as an intermediate 
in the manufacture of fluorinated 
substances in an enclosed process. 

(3) Persons who process or propose to 
process HFPO as an intermediate in the 
manufacture of fluorinated substances 
in an enclosed process. 

(c) Persons not subject to this rule. 
The following persons are not subject to 
this rule: 

(1) Small processors. 

(2) Persons described in § 704.5 (a) 
through (d). 

(3) Persons who have already 
submitted to EPA a completed copy of 
the Preliminary Assessment Information 
Manufacturer’s Report (EPA Form 7710- 
35, as described at § 712.28.0f this 
chapter) for HFPO, as required by 
§ 712.30(d) of this chapter are not 
required to report under this section 
with respect to activities previously 
reported on. 

(d) What information to report. 
Persons identified in paragraph (b) of 
this section must submit a 
Premanufacture Notice form (EPA Form 
7710-25) as described in Part 720, 
Appendix A, of this chapter. 

(e) When to report. (1) Persons who 
are manufacturing, importing, or 
processing, or who propose to 
manufacture, import, or process HFPO 
for use as an intermediate in the 
manufacture of fluorinated substances 
in an enclosed process as of December 
10, 1987, must report by February 8, 
1988. 

(2) Persons who propose to 
manufacture, import, or process HFPO 
for use as an intermediate in the 
manufacture of fluorinated substances 
in an enclosed process after December 
10, 1987, must report within 30 days after 
making a firm management decision to 
commit financial resources for the 
manufacturing, importing, or processing 
of HFPO. 

(f} Recordkeeping. Persons subject to 
the reporting requirements of this 
section must retain documentation of 
information contained in their reports 
for a period of 5 years from the date of 
submission of the reports. 

(g) Where to send reports. Reports 
must be submitted by certified mail to: 
Document Processing Center (TS-793), 


Office of Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Room 
L-100, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, 
DC 20460. ATTN: HFPO Reporting. 
(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 2070-0067) 


PART 721—{ AMENDED} 


2. In Part 721: 
a. The authority citation for Part 721 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 15 U.S.C. 2604 and 2607. 


b. By adding a new § 721.320 to read 
as follows: 


§ 721.320 Epibromohydrin. 

(a) Chemical substance and 
significant new use subject to reporting. 
(1) The chemical substance 
epibromohydrin, CAS Number 3132-64-7,. 
[Listed i in TSCA Inventory as 
oxirane,(bromoethy])-] is subject to 
reporting under this section for the 
significant new use described in 
paragraph (a){2) of this section. 

(2) The significant new use is any use. 

(b) Special requirements. The 
provisions of Subpart A of this Part 
apply to this section except as modified 
by this paragraph. 

(1) Persons who must report. Section 
721.5 applies to this section except for 
§ 721.5(a)(2). A person who intends to 
manufacture, import, or process for 
commercial purposes the substance 
identified in paragraph (a}(1) of this 
section and intends to distribute the 
substance in commerce must submit a 
significant new use notice. 

(2) [Reserved] 


(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 2070-0038) 


c. By adding a new § 721.324 to read 
as follows: 


§ 721.324 Trichiorobutylene oxide. 


(a) Chemical substance and 
significant new use subject to reporting. 
(1) The chemical substance 
trichlorobutylene oxide (TCBO), CAS 
Number 3083-25-8, [Listed in TSCA 
Inventory as oxirane, (2,2,2- 
trichloroethy])-] is subject to reporting 
under this section for the significant new 
use described in paragraph (a}{2) of this 
section. 

(2) The significant new use is any use. 

(b) Special requirements. The 
provisions of Subpart A of this part 
apply to this section except as modified 
by this paragraph. 

(1) Persons who must report. Section 
721.5 applies to this section except for 
§ 721.5(a)(2). A person who intends to 
manufacture, import, or process for 
commercial purposes the substance 
identified in paragraph (a)(1) of this 


’ 


Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 207 / Tuesday, Cctober 27, 1987 / Rules and Regulations 


section and intends to distribute the 
substance in commerce must submit a 
significant new use notice. 

(2) [Reserved] 


(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 2070-0038) 


d. By adding a new § 721.347 to read 
as follows: 


§ 721.347 Hexafiuoropropyiene oxide. 


(a) Chemical substance and 
significant new use subject to reporting. 
(1} The chemical substance 
hexafluoropropylene oxide (HFPO), 
CAS Number 428-59-1 [Listed in TSCA 
Inventory as oxirane, 
trifluoro(trifluoromethyl)-] is subject to 
reporting under this section for the 
significant new use described in 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section. 

(2) The significant new use is any use 
other than as an intermediate in the 
manufacture of fluorinated substances 
in an enclosed process. 

(b) Specific requirements. The 
provisions of Subpart A of this Part 
apply to this section except as modified 
by this paragraph. 

(1) Definitions. In addition to the 
definitions in § 721.3, the following 
definitions apply to this section: 

(i) “Enclosed process” means a 
process that is designed and operated so 
that there is no intentional release of 
any substance present in the process. A 
process with fugitive, inadvertent, or 
emergency relief releases remains an 
enclosed process so long as measures 
are taken to prevent worker exposure to 
and environmental contamination from 
the releases. 

(ii) [Reserved] 

(2) [Reserved] 

(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 2070-0038) 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Research and Special Programs 
Administration 


49 CFR Part 172 


[Docket No. HM-145F; Amdt. Nos. 171-90 
and 172-108] 


Hazardous Substances 


AGENCY: Research and Special Programs 
Administration (RSPA), Department of 
Transportation (DOT). 

AcTION: Amendment to the final rule. 


SUMMARY: This document amends. the 
final rule published on November 21, 





1986 (51 FR 42174, Amendment Nos. 171- 
90 and 172-108) and amended December 
24, 1986 (51 FR 46672) and February 17, 
1987 (52 FR 4824). This amendment 
suspends application of the 
requirements for certain hazardous 
substances which are listed in this 
amendment until such time as the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
publishes a final rule under its Docket 
No. SW H-FRL 3122-8 for those 
hazardous substances. In addition, this 
revision provides an optional shipping 
name, “ORM-E, liquid or solid, n.o.s.”, 
for hazardous substances which are 
presently required to be described by 
the generic shipping name, “Hazardous 
substance, liquid or solid, n.o.s." The 
effect of this action is to relieve shippers 
of some of the burden associated with 
complying with new requirements for 
hazardous substances. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: Effective October 27, 
1987; the effective date for Amendment 
No. 172-108 (51 FR 42174, 51 FR 46672, 52 
FR 4824) is suspended for each 
hazardous substance in the Appendix to 
§ 172.101 which EPA has proposed to 
increase the reportable quantity (RQ) 
from one pound to a higher amount 
under EPA Docket No. SW H—FRL 
3122-8 (52 FR 8140. March 16, 1987). 
These substances are specified in this 
document. After EPA publishes final 
RQs for these substances under EPA 
Docket SW H—FRL 3122-8, RSPA will 
determine.an appropriate effective date 
for these substances and this date will 
be published in the Federal Register. (2) 
Except as provided in (1) above, the 
effective dates of the requirements 
adopted under Amendment Nos. 171-90 
and 172-108 remain as stated in 51 FR 
46672; however, the effective date of the 
optional shipping name adopted herein 
is November 24, 1987. (3) 
Notwithstanding the effective dates set 
forth above, immediate compliance is 
authorized. (4) The provisions of 49 CFR 
172.101(j) do not apply to Amendment 
No. 172-108. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lee Jackson, (202) 366-4488 or George 
Cushmac (202) 366-4545, Office of 
Hazardous Materials Transportation, 
RSPA, Washington, DC 20590. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
November 21, 1986, RSPA published a 
final rule which amended the Hazardous 
Materials Regulations (HMR) by 
incorporating into the HMR, as 
hazardous materials, all substances 
designated as hazardous substances 
under the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(CERCLA). This action was necessary to 
comply with the Superfund 


Amendments and Reauthorization Act 
of 1986. 

On March 16, 1987, EPA published a 
proposed rule which contained 
reportable quantity adjustments for a 
number of materials which presently 
have statutory RQs of one pound. In that 
document, EPA Proposed to increase the 
RQ for the following substances. 

List of CERCLA hazardous substances 
for which the EPA has proposed to 
increase the reportable quantity (RQ) 
from one pound to a higher amount 
under EPA Docket No. SW H-FRL 3122- 
8 (52 FR 8140): 


Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether 
Bis(chloromethy!) ether 
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate .... 


Chiorambucil 

Chlornaphazine 

4-Chloro-o-toluidine, hydro- 
chloride 

Chloromethy! methyi ether .... 


Dibenz[a,i]pyrene 
1,2-Dibromo-3- 
chioropropane 


3,3’-Dimethoxybenzidine 
Dimethy! sulfate 
3,3’-Dimethylbenzidine 
1,1-Dimethylhydrazine 
Dimethyinitrosamine 


1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 
Di-n-propyinitrosamine 
2-Ethoxyethanol 

Ethyl carbamate (Urethane) .. 
Ethyl 4,4’-dichlorobenzilate.... 
Ethylene oxide 

Ethylene thiourea 
Glycidylaldehyde 
Guanidine, N-nitroso-N- 


Hexachlorocyclopentadiene .. 
Hexachloroethane 
Hydrazine, 1,2-diethyl-.... 
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Hazardous substance 


Lead subacetate 
Methyl chloride 
Methyl iodide 
2-Methylaziridine 
3-Methyicholanthrene 
4,4'-Methylenebis(2- 
chloroaniline) 
Methyithiouracil.... 
Mitomycin C 
alpha-Naphthylamine.. 
beta-Naphthylamine ... 
Nickel carbony! 
Nickel cyanide 
N-Nitrosodi-n-butylamine 
N-Nitroso-N-ethylurea 
N-Nitrosomethyivinylamine .... 


Pentachioronitrobenzene 
Phenacetin 

Propane, 2-nitro 
1,3-Propane suitone... 
Saccharin and saits.... 


1,1,1,2-Tetrachioroethane 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachioroethane 
Tetrachloroethane 


K009: Distillation bottoms 
from the production of 
acetaldehyde from ethyl- 


K010: Distillation side cuts 
from the production of 
acetaldehyde from ethyl- 


K011: Bottom stream from 
the wastewater stripper 
in the production of acry- 
lonitrile 

K013: Bottom stream from 
the acetonitrile column in 
the production of acrylo- 


K017: Heavy ends (still bot- 
toms) from the purifica- 
tion column in the pro- 
duction of epichiorohydrin . 

K019: Heavy ends from the 
distillation of ethylene di- 
chloride in ethylene di- 
chloride production 
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Hazardous substance 


K020: Heavy ends from the 
distillation of vinyl chio- 
ride in vinyl chioride mon- 
omer production. (Com- 
ponents of this waste are 
identical with those of 
KO19, immediately pre- 
ID heictiscccineed 

K021: Aqueous spent anti- 
mony catalyst waste from 


K025: Distillation bottoms 
from the production of ni- 
trobenzene by the nitra- 
tion of benzene................... 

K027: Centrifuge and distil- 
lation residues from tolu- 
ene diisocyanate produc- 
tion 

K028: Spent catalyst from 
the hydrochlorinator reac- 
tor in the production of 
1,1,1-trichioroethane 

K029: Waste from the prod- 
uct steam stripper in the 
production of 1,1,1-trich- 


KO32: Wastewater  treat- 
ment sludge from the 
production of chlordane 

K033: Wastewater and 
scrub water from the 
chlorination of cyclopen- 
tadiene in the production 
of chlordane 

K034: Filter solids from the 
filtration of hexachlorocy- 
clopentadiene in the pro- 
duction of chlordane 

K038: Wastewater from the 
washing and stripping of 
phorate production 

K040: Wastewater treat- 
ment sludge from the 
production of phorate. 
(Components of _ this 
waste are identical with 
those of K038, above.)....... 

K042: Heavy ends or distil- 
lation residues from the 
distillation of tetrachloro- 
benzene in the produc- 
tion of 2,4,5-T 

K043:  2,6-Dichlorophenol 
waste from the produc- 
tion of 2,4,-D. 

K073: Chlorinated hydrocar- 
bon waste from the purifi- 
cation step of the dia- 
phragm cell 
using graphite anodes in 
chlorine productios............. 

KO85: Distillation or frac- 
tionation column bottoms 
from the production of 
chiorobenzenes................... 


Hazardous substance 


K096: Heavy ends from the 
heavy ends column from 
the production of 1,1,1- 


KO99: 
wastewater from the pro- 


K104: Combined 
wastewater streams gen- 
erated from _ nitroben- 
zene/aniline chloroben- 


K105: Separated aqueous 
stream from the reactor 
product washing step in 
the production of chloro- 


K111: Product washwaters 
from the production of 
dinitrottoluene via _nitra- 
tion of toluene .................004 

K112: Reaction by-product 
water from the drying 
column in the production 
of toluenediam.ie via hy- 
drogenation of dinitrotoiu- 


K113: Condensed liquid 
light ends from the purifi- 
cation of toluenediamine 
in the production of to- 
luenediamine via hydro- 
genation of dinitrotoluene.. 

K114: Vicinals from the pu- 
rification of toluenedia- 
mine in the production of 
toluenediamine via hydro- 
genation of dinitrotoluene .. 

K115: Heavy ends from the 
purification of toluenedia- 
mine in the production of 
toluenediamine via hydro- 
genation of dinitrotoluene.. 

K116: Organic condensate 
from the solvent recovery 
column in the production 
of toluene diisocyanate 
via phosgenation of to- 
luenediamine 


1 Indicates that the 1-pound statutory RQ is 
a CERCLA statutory RQ. 

RSPA believes that the RQ adjustments 
proposed by EPA should be finalized before 
Amendment No. 172-108 becomes mandato- 
ry, even though the July 1, 1987 effective date 
has passed. Accordingly, element (1) of the 
effective date statement of this preamble 
modifies the effective date statement in the 
final rule published on December 24, 1986 (51 
FR 46672). 


By petition dated December 22, 1986, 
and supplemented June 5, 1987, the 
Calorie Control Council petitioned RSPA 
for relief from the provisions of the final 
rule which apply to saccharin and for 
delay of the effective date of the rule 
until July 1, 1987. Although the petition 
was denied for reasons not germane to 
this discussion, it identified a problem 


that RSPA is correcting in this revision. 
Specifically, the new requirements for 
describing hazardous substances require 
that previously unregulated materials, 
such as saccharin, other food additives 
and consumer commodities, be 
described on shipping papers and on 
packages under the proper shipping 
name “Hazardous substance, liquid or 
solid, n.o.s.". Due to the connotations 
associated with the term “hazardous 
substance”, the requirement to identify 
hazardous substances on shipping 
papers and on packages using this 
proper shipping name has an adverse 
and potentially severe impact on the use 
and marketability of products intended 
for consumer consumption. To alleviate 
this problem, RSPA is authorizing in this 
revision use of an optional shipping 
description, “ORM-E, liquid or solid, 
n.o.s.”. This shipping description does 
not have the negative connotations 
which are associated with “hazardous 
substance” and is adequate, when used 
in conjunction with other description 
requirements in Part 172, for identifying 
and reporting hazardous substance 
discharges, especially those hazardous 
substances which only fall within the 
ORM-E hazard class. The ORM-E (i.e., 
Other Regulated Materials, category E) 
hazard class consists of hazardous 
substances and hazardous wastes which 
do not satisfy any other DOT hazard 
class such as flammable liquid, 
corrosive material, or Poison B. The 
shipping name “ORM-E, liquid or solid, 
n.o.s.” will provide relief for those 
shippers reluctant to use “Hazardous 
substance, liquid or solid. n.o.s.” as a 
shipping description. Since the shipping 
description “ORM-E, liquid or solid, 
n.o.s.” is optional, rather than a 
replacement shipping description for 
“Hazardous substance, liquid or solid, 
n.o.s.”, no additional requirements will 
be imposed on shippers electing to use 
the latter description. 


Administrative Notices 


This rule provides relief from a 
regulatory requirement, imposes no new 
regulatory requirements, and does not 
change the classification of hazardous 
materials. Therefore, I find, under 5 
U.S.C. 553, that notice and public 
procedure on the rule are unnecessary 
and contrary to the public interest. 

The RSPA has determined that this 
amendment (1) is not “major” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not 
“significant” under DOT’s regulatory 
policies and procedures (44 FR 11034); 
(3) will not affect not-for-profit 
enterprises, or small governmental 
jurisdictions; and (4) will not require an 
environmental impact statement under 
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the National Environmental Policy Act 
(40 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). A regulatory 
evaluation is not considered necessary 
because the anticipated impact is 
minimal. Based on limited information 
concerning the size and nature of 
entities likely affected. I certify that this 
amendment will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 172 


Hazardous materials transportation, 
Hazardous substances. 


In consideration of the foregoing, 49 
CFR Part 172 is amended as follows: 


PART 172—HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
TABLE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
COMMUNICATIONS REGULATIONS 


1. The authority citation for Part 172 
continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1803, 1804, 1805 and 


1808; Pub. L. 99-499: and 49 CFR Part 1, unless 
otherwise noted. 


§ 172.101 [Amended] 

2. In § 172.101, Column 2 of the 
Hazardous Materials Table is amended, 
as follows: 

a. The proper shipping name entry, 
“Hazardous substance, liquid or solid, 
n.o.s.", is changed to “Hazardous 
substance, liquid or solid, n.o.s. or 
ORM-E, liquid or solid, n.o.s.”. 

b. The cross reference, “ORM-E, 
liquid or solid, n.o.s..See Hazardous 
substance, liquid or solid, n.o.s.” is 
added in proper alphabetical sequence. 

3. In the appendix to § 172.101, the 
effective date of the hazardous 
substances listed in the preamble to this 
document is suspended until further 
notice. 

Issued in Washington, DC on Oct. 20, 1987 
under authority delegated in 49 CFR Part 1. 
M. Cynthia Deuglass, 

Administrator, Research and Special 
Programs Administration. 

[FR Doc. 67-24659 Filed 10-26-87; 6:45 am| 
BILLING. CODE 4910-60-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration — 


50 CFR Parts 611 and 672 
[Docket No. 61220-7033] 


Foreign Fishing, Groundfish of the Gulf 
of Alaska 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 


ACTION: Inseason action. 


sumMaAnry: This action reapportions DAP 
(domestic annual processing) amounts 
of pollock and Pacific cod to JVP (joint 
venture processing) based on NMFS’ 
analysis of DAP needs for the remainder 
of 1987. This action is intended as a 
conservation and management measure 
that provides for full utilization of 
available groundfish resources off 
Alaska during 1987. 

DATES: This notice is effective on 
October 22, 1987. Comments will be 
accepted through November 6, 1987. 


appress: Comments should be 
addressed to Robert W. McVey, 
Director, Alaska Region, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, P.O. Box 1668, 
Juneau, AK 99802-1668. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Janet E. Smoker {National Marine 
Fisheries Service, 907-586-7229). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FMP 
governs the groundfish fishery in the 
Exclusive Economic Zone in the Gulf of 
Alaska under the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act. 
Regulations implementing the FMP are 
at 50 CFR Part 672. Section 672.2 of the 
regulations defines the Western, 
Central, and Eastern Regulatory areas in 
the Gulf of Alaska. The fishery is 
directed at an optimum yield range for 
all groundfish species of 116,000 to 
800,000 metric tons (mt). Under the 
procedure set forth at § 672.20, 1987 
Target Quotas were established for each 
of the groundfish species, which were - 
then apportioned among the regulatory 
areas or districts. 


Background 


The Regional Director has conducted 
several analyses of DAP needs during 
1987 and has ‘determined, based on 
these analyses and DAP catches to date, 
that certain DAP amounts are excess to 
DAP needs. The issue of how much 
pollock might be taken in DAP fisheries 
was reevaluated by the Council at its 
May 20-22, 1987, meeting and. its 
September 1, 1987, conference call. The 
Council voted not to reapportion any 
DAP pollock in the Gulf of Alaska to 
JVP. The Secretary of Commerce 
(Secretary) disagreed with the Council 
recommendation not to reapportion 
pollock to JVP in the Gulf of Alaska. The 
Secretary considered the NMFS surveys, 
the DAP pollock catches as of 
September 19 {11,400 mt), and the 
likelihood that DAP fishermen would 
catch and sell 83,700 mt of pollock by 
the end of the year and concluded that 
16,500 mt of pollock.was unneeded by 
DAP. This amount-was:released from 
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the reserve to JVP (52 FR 37463, October 
7, 1987). 

The Regional Director has recently 
concluded another complete survey of 
all processors, both shoreside and 
floating, which intend to operate in the 
Western and/or Central Gulf for pollock 
during the fourth quarter of 1987. The 
results of this survey indicate that the 
maximum likely DAP catch of pollock in 
the Western/Central area is 58,200 mt. 
The current DAP is 67,200 mt. 


Reapportionment 
To the Gulf of Alaska JVP (Table 1) 


The Secretary reapportions 9,000 mt of 
Western/Central area pollock from DAP 
to JVP. 

To provide additional Pacific cod 
bycatch needed by joint ventures 
conducting a target fishery on flounders 
in the Central Gulf, 800 mt of Pacific cod 
is reapportioned from DAP to jVP. 
Based on the recent survey and catches 
to date, the Regional Director has 
determined that 800 mt is surplus to 
DAP needs for the remainder of 1987. 


Classification 


This action is taken under the 
authority of 50 CFR 611.92, 611.93, and 
675.20 and complies with Executive 
Order 12291. 

The Assistant Administrator for 
Fisheries finds for good cause that it is 
impractical and contrary to the public 
interest to provide prior notice and 
comment. Immediate effectiveness of 
this notice is necessary to benefit U.S. 
fishermen who otherwise would have to 
forgo substantial amounts of 
groundfish species if these amounts 
remained indefinitely in categories in 
which these species could not be used, 
and who would suffer substantial 
financial loss if a hiatus occurred in 
their ongoing fisheries. However, 
interested persons are invited to submit 
comments in writing to the address 
above for 15 days after the effective 
date of this notice. 


List of Subjects 
50 CFR Part 611 

Fisheries, Foreign relations. 
50 CFR Part 672 

Fish, Fisheries, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 


Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq. 
Dated: October 21, 1987. 
James E. Douglas, Jr., 


Deputy Assistant Administrator for Fisheries. 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 
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TABLE 1.—1987 CURRENT AND REVISED TARGET QuoTA (TQ), DOMESTIC ANNUAL PROCESSING (DAP), JOINT VENTURE PROCESSING (JVP) AND 
RESERVE IN THE GULF OF ALASKA, IN METRIC TONS 


[FR Doc. 87-24829 Filed 10-22-87; 4:40 pm] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 


50 CFR Part 663 
[Docket No. 70101-7001] 


Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of closure and request 
for comments. 


SUMMARY: NMFS announces closure of 
the fishery for sablefish caught with 
fixed gear off the coasts of Washington, 
Oregon, and California, and seeks public 
comment on this action. This closure is 
authorized under the regulations 
implementing the Pacific Coast 
Groundfish Fishery Management Plan 
(FMP) and the 1987 fishing restrictions 
which prohibit retention or landings of 
sablefish by fixed gear when the quota 
for that gear type is reached. The 
Director, Northwest Region, NMFS 
(Regional Director) has determined that 
the 1987 fixed gear quota of 5,800 metric 
tons (mt) for sablefish will be reached 
by October 21, 1987. This closure is 
intended to avoid overfishing of a 
species which is fully utilized. 

DATES: Effective from 0001 hours Pacific 
Daylight Time (PDT), October 22, 1987 
until 2400 hours Pacific Standard Time 
(PST), December 31, 1987, unless 
modified, superseded, or rescinded. 
Comments will be accepted until 
November 12, 1987. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments to Rolland 
A. Schmitten, Director, Northwest 
Region, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 7600 Sand Point Way NE, BIN 
C15700, Seattle, WA 98115; or E. Charles 
Fullerton, Director, Southwest Region, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 300 
South Ferry Street, Terminal Island, CA 
90731. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rolland A. Schmitten, 206-526-6150; or 
E. Charles Fullerton, 213-514-6196. _ 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to the regulations implementing the FMP 
at 50 CFR 663.22(a)(3), the fishing 
restrictions imposed at the beginning of 
1987 allocate the sablefish optimum 
yield (OY) quota of 12,000 mt, 52 percent 
(6,200 mt) to trawl gear and 48 percent 
(5,800 mt) to fixed (nontrawl) gear and 
provide for imposing fishing restrictions 
if needed to avoid reaching the trawl 
quota (52 FR 790, January 9, 1987). When 
the quota for either gear type is reached, 
retention or landings of sablefish by that 
gear type will be prohibited as provided 
for in § 663.23. If the overall OY for 
sablefish is reached, further landings of 
sablefish by all gear types will be 
prohibited until January 1, 1988. 

Based on the best available 
information as of October 8, 1987, and 
after consultation with the Directors of 
the Washington Department of 
Fisheries, the Oregon Department of 
Fish and Wildlife, and the California 
Department of Fish and Game, and the 
Chairman of the Pacific Fishery 
Management Council (Council), the 
Regional Director determined that the 
5,800 mt quota for sablefish caught with 
fixed gear will be reached by October 
21, 1987. Accordingly, closure of the 
fixed gear fishery for sablefish is 
effective at 0001 hours PDT on October 
22, 1987. The States of Washington, 
Oregon, and California will close State 
ocean waters at the same time. 

This action is automatic and non- 
discretionary and modifies previous 
restrictions for sablefish caught with 
fixed gear. 


Secretarial Action 


For the reasons stated above, the © 
Secretary of Commerce announces that: 


(1) Sablefish caught with fixed gear 
may not be taken and retained, or 
landed. 

(2) Fixed gear includes set nets, traps 
or pots, longlines, commercial vertical 
hook-and-line gear, troll gear, and 
trammel nets. 

(3) This restriction applies to all 
sablefish caught with fixed gear that are 
taken and retained 0-200 nautical miles 
offshore of Washington, Oregon, and 
California. All sablefish caught with 
fixed gear that are possessed 0-200 
nautical miles offshore of, or landed in 
Washington, Oregon, or California are 
presumed to have been taken and 
retained 0-200 nautical miles offshore of 
Washington, Oregon, or California 
unless otherwise demonstrated by the 
person in possession of those fish. 


Classification 


The determination to prohibit further 
fixed gear landings of sablefish is based 
on the most recent data available. The 
aggregate data upon which the 
determination is based are available for 
public inspection at the Office of the 
Director, Northwest Region (see 
ADDRESSES) during business hours until 
the end of the comment period. 

This section is taken under the 
authority of 50 CFR 663.22(a)(3) and 
663.23 and the notice at 52 FR 790, 
January 9, 1987, and is in compliance 
with Executive Order 12291. The action 
is covered by the Regulatory Flexibility 
Analysis prepared for the authorizing 
regulations. 

Because of the immediate need to 
prohibit further fixed gear landings of 
sablefish and thereby prevent 
inequitable and excessive harvest that 
could otherwise result, the Secretary 
finds that advance notice and public 
comment on this closure are 
impracticable and not in the public 
interest, and that no delay should occur 
in its effective date. The public was 
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notified at the Council’s September 1987 
meeting that fixed gear landings of 
sablefish were expected to reach the 
quota for that gear type before the end 
of the year. The public had the 
opportunity to comment at Groundfish 
Select Group, Groundfish Management 
Team, and Council meetings in August, 
September, and October 1987 
respectively. Public comments also will 
be accepted for 15 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
The Secretary therefore finds good 
cause to waive the 30-day delayed 
effectiveness provision of 50 CFR 
663.23(c). 


List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 663 
Fisheries, Fishing. 
(16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.} 
Dated: October 21, 1987. 
James E. Douglas, Jr., 
Deputy Assistant Administrator For 
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc. 87—24630 Filed 10-22-87; 4:46 pm] 


BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 
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Proposed Rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making prior to the adoption of the final 
rules. 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 


THE UNITED STATES 
1 CFR Ch. Ill 


Draft Recommendations; Social 
Security Initial Determinations; Role of 
Appeals Council 


AGENCY: Administrative Conference of 
the United States. 


ACTION: Request for comments. 


SUMMARY: The Committee on 
Adjudication has tentatively approved 
the following two draft 
recommendations concerning the Social 
Security disability appeals process: (1) 
Initial Determinations in Social Security 
Cases, and (2) A New Role for the Social 
Security Appeals Council. 

The Committee requests public 
comment on these two draft 
recommendations by November 13, 1987. 
The Committee is basing its 
recommendations on two studies: (1) By 
Professor Allen E. Shoenberger of the 
Loyola University of Chicago School of 
Law and (2) by Professors Charles H. 
Koch, Jr. of the College of William and 
Mary Law School and David A. Koplow 
of the Georgetown University Law 
Center. Copies of these reports are 
available upon request. 


DATES: Written comments must be 
received by noon on Friday, November 
13, 1987. Comments received after that 
date will be considered to the extent 
possible. 


ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
addressed to Deborah Ross, Office of 
the Chairman, Administrative 
Conference of the United States, 2120 L 
Street NW., Suite 500, Washington, DC 
20037. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTRACT: 
Deborah Ross, Office of the Chairman, 
Administrative Conference of the United 
States, 2120 L Street NW., Suite 500, 
Washington, DC 20037. Telephone: 202- 
254-7065. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Committee on Adjudication—Draft 
Recommendation (87-Y): Initial 
Determinations in Social Security 
Disability Cases 

In Fiscal Year 1986, nearly two and 
one half million individuals applied for 
disability benefits under two federal 
programs administered by the Social 
Security Administration: Retirement, 
Survivors, Disability and Health 
Insurance (RSDHI), and Supplemental - 
Security Income (SSI). Payments made 
annually to their seven million 
beneficiaries totalled twenty-nine billion 
dollars during the same period. Certain 
aspects of this enormous benefit 
program have been subject to close 
scrutiny recently to determine whether 
greater efficiency is possible. 

In order to be eligible for either 
program, a claimant must meet medical 
and other criteria. The RSDHI program 
operates as an insurance plan. A worker 
qualifies by earning a sufficient amount 
of wages for the required period of time. 
By contrast, the SSI program is a 
welfare program whose financial criteria 
are met solely by a demonstration of 
need. 

If a claimant meets the criteria for 
either plan, he or she must then meet the 
medical criteria for disability in order to 
establish eligibility for benefits. The 
basic statutory test is identical for both 
RSDHI and SSI: - 

Inability to engage in any substantial 
gainful activity by reason of any medically - 
determinable physical or mental impairment 
which can be expected to result in death or 
which has lasted or can be expected to last 
for a continuous period of not less than 12 
months. 42 U.S.C. §§ 423(d)}(1)(A); 
1382c(a)(3)(A). 

[See also 43 U.S.C. § 423(d)(2)(A) which 
liberalizes the work requirement somewhat:] 

Claimants begin the application 
process by filing an application at a 
Social Security Administration office. If 
a claimant is deemed financially 
eligible, the file is then forwarded to a 
federally-funded and SSA-regulated 
state Disability Determination Service 
(DDS) for a determination as to medical 
disability. A two-person team consisting 
of a “disability examiner” and medical 
consultant (a physician employed by 
DDS) review the medical file and reach 
their decision. The claimant is not 
present at any time during the process. 

A claimant who is dissatisfied with 
the initial determination (about 60% are 
denials) has 60 days in which to seek a 
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reconsideration. Reconsiderations are 
also performed at the state DDS level, 
and are essentially a repeat of the initial 
determination process, but with 
different personnel acting as 
decisionmakers. The record may be 
supplemented at this time, but as with 
the initial determination process, the 
claimant does not appear. In FY 1986, 
about 40% of denied claimants (totalling 
380,000) sought reconsideration and 
about 17% of those received favorable 
re-determinations. 

Further review is available at the ALJ 
and Appeals Council stages. See 
Recommendation 87-X for a description 
of these later review stages. 

Several areas pertaining to the 
disability determination, hearing and 
review process have been subject to 
criticism. First, the current system, with 
its four tiers of successive review, often 
results in the replacement of one 
decisionmaker’s determination with that 
of the next, but without necessarily 
improving the quality of any of the 
actual decisions. Second, because there 
is little cost to filing an administrative 
appeal (and everything to gain in doing 
so), there is correspondingly little 
incentive for a claimant to accept any 
unfavorable determination as final. 
Accordingly, there is a staggeringly wide 
stream of cases all the way to the end of 
the process. Moreover, claimants whose 
cases are decided without a personal 
appearance before the decisionmaker 
(as is the case in three of the four review 
stages) frequently feel dissatisfied with 
the process, that they have not received 
their “day in court.” 

In addition, courts, members of 
Congress, and the system's clients have 
all indicated that their confidence in the 
system has deteriorated to the point that 
its integrity has suffered. The public's 
faith in this institution is essential to its 
success in the long run. 

In efforts to improve the 
administration of the initial 
determination process, the stage at 
which the caseload stream is the widest, 
Congress and SSA have engaged in 
some modifications of the system as 
well as some experimental procedures. 
By 1983, a large increase in continuing 
disability review (CDR) cases has begun 
to flood the appeal system. In such cases 
SSA performs reviews on existing 
beneficiaries to determine whether the 
disability still exists. If the 
determination is negative, a notice of 
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termination is sent, triggering the above- 

described review process. Congress 

reacted to this by passing Pub. L. 97-455, 

which required an “evidentiary hearing” 

at the reconsideration stage in all CDR 
cases. Although a moratorium in CDR 
cases slowed. the institution of this 
procedure, it is now in place and 
specially trained hearing officers are 
conducting these relatively formal 
proceedings. 

In 1984 (Pub. L. 98-460), Congress 
mandated demonstration projects in 
selected DDS offices to try out a one- 
step proceeding, allowing a personal 
interview but (eliminating the 
reconsideration step. In five states, the 
interview was to be used in initial 
determinations, and in five other states 
it was to be used in place of the 
evidentiary hearing in CDR cases. These 
demonstration projects are currently 
underway, and results are limited. 
Although preliminary, the experience 
with evidentiary hearings and the 
experiments with personal interviews 
give rise to the following conclusions: 
—Face-to-face procedures are more 

satisfactory to claimants than are 
paper reviews, resulting in 
claimants feeling that they received 
a fair hearing; 

—Face-to-face procedures are helpful to 
decisionmakers, in many instances 
providing them with evidence not 
ascertainable from the paper file. 

If the final results of the 
demonstration projects are consistent 
with these initial findings, it is probable 
that by implementing some kind of a 
face-to-face proceeding at the state 
level, awards of benefits that ultimately 
would be made later in the system will 
be made at the outset. This will have the 
effect of decreasing the caseload at later 
levels, both for ALJs and the Appeal 
Council, and for federal courts. 

At the request of the Social Security 
Administration, the Administrative 
Conference has undertaken a 
preliminary review of the disability 
determination process at the state level. 
The Conference makes the following 
Recommendations, based on that study. 


Recommendation 


The Conference supports 
Congressional and Social Security 
Administraton (SSA) efforts to improve 
the procedure by which initial and 
reconsidered disability determination 
are made by state Disability 
Determination Service (DDS) offices. 
Although existing experience with use of 
evidentiary hearings at reconsideration 
is sparse, and experiments using a 
single-step determination (after a 
personal interview, but without 


reconsideration) are at an early stage, 
some preliminary suggestions can be 
made to SSA: 

1. Experiments and demonstration 
projects concerning use of face-to-face 
procedures at the initial determination 
stage should be continued and 
encouraged. SSA should conduct 
thorough and careful analyses of both 
the evidentiary hearing procedure now 
used in continuing disability review 
(CDR) cases and the personal interviews 
now being tried in selected state 
demonstration projects and should make 
prompt reports to Congress. 

2. Full implementation of evidentiary 
hearings or personal interviews (either 
at the initial or reconsideration stage) 
should await a final report on the 
current experiments. 

3. SSA’s reports concerning the use of 
face-to-face procedures should include 
consideration of the cost of full 
implementation of evidentiary hearings 
or personal interviews at the initial or 
reconsideration stage. Should cost 
considerations militate against full 
implementation of such hearings or 
interviews, SSA should consider the 
feasibility of permitting some kind of a 
hearing or interview on a selective basis 
where either the claimant's file, type of 
medical condition or the opinion of the 
examiner indicates that such a 
procedure would be of significant 
assistance to the ultimate determination. 

4. In analyzing the results of the 
procedures and the ongoing experiments 
at the DDS level, SSA should develop 
accurate measures of efficiency and 
accuracy. Specifically, measures of 
processing time should take into account 
(and should not penalize offices for) the 
time spent on fulfilling appropriate 
requests for additional case 
development. 

5. In analyzing the procedures and 
ongoing experiments (and in any future 
analyses), SSA should be alert to 
variations between DDS offices in their 
award rates and other aspects of case 
handling, but should not necessarily 
treat such variations as abnormal, given 
the many state-by-state variables that 
can affect the disability determination 
process. 

6. SSA should be wary of taking the 
position that face-to-face hearings or 
interviews at the DDS level would be an 
adequate substitute for the adjudicatory 
hearing before a SSA administrative law 
judge (ALJ). Rather, such modifications 
to the DDS process should be seen as a 
possible way of reducing the need for 
appeals to the later stages of the 
process. 

7. SSA should give close scrutiny to 
proposals to completely eliminate the 
reconsideration stage and should 
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consider the impact of that step.on 
overall processing costs, and on the 
caseload at the AL] stage (with its 
attendant need for attorney 
representation). Any such proposals to 
convert the initial determination stage to 
a single step should consider the need to 
allow some type of a face-to-face 
proceeding at that stage. 

8. Before instituting evidentiary 
hearings or personal interviews in all 
DDS offices, SSA should consider (a) 
decentralization of DDS offices into 
decisional units to minimize travel cost 
and (b) the need to select and train a 
sufficient number of personnel qualified 
to conduct such hearings or interviews. 

9. The record in disability appeals 
should not be closed until completion of 
the AL] stage—that point in the process 
at which claimants are likely to be 
represented by attorneys. Only if the 
introduction of evidentiary hearings or 
interviews at the DDS level were to be 
accompanied by a high level of attorney 
involvement, should any consideration 
be given to closing the record before the 
AL] stage. 

10. SSA should consider conducting 
an empirical study of: (a) The reference 
sources of claimants (e.g., referrals from 
state welfare agencies, private 
insurance carriers, etc.) to determine 
whether such referrals are a source of 
excessive numbers of claims that are 
later determined to be unmeritorious, 
and (b) the nature of “dropouts,” 
claimants who fail to pursue their 
appeal rights, to determine why this 
occurs. 


Committee on Adjudication—Draft 
Recommendation (87-X): A New Role 
for the Appeals Council 


The Social Security disability system 
is descibed generally in 
Recommendation 87-Y, which focuses 
on the initial determination process at 
the state-level Disability Determination 
Service (DDS) offices. This 
Recommendation address the later 
stages of review by the Social Security 
Administration.! 

The first stage of review by Federal 
decisionmakers is the third step in the 
process for claimants. Claimants 
disappointed at the state-level initial 
and reconsideration levels may demand 
a hearing before an administrative law 
judge (ALJ) employed by the Social 
Security Administration. About 65% of 
such claimants do so. This is the first 


1 The Conference has previously addressed 
elements of the Social Security appeals process 
(focusing primarily on the ALJ hearing stage) in 
Recommendation 87-2, Procedures for Determining 
Social Security Disability Claims, 1 CFR 305.78-2. 
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time in the process {except in certain 
determination projects or cases 
involving the termination of benefits) a 
claimant has a face-to-face encounter 
with the decisionmaker. The hearings 
are de novo, and generally follow APA 
guidelines. Approximately 50% of 
appeals taken to an AL] hearing result in 
the award of benefits. 

The fourth, and final, level of 
administrative review is to the Social 
Security Appeals Council. This twenty 
member body, created by regulation, 
and chaired by the Associate 
Commissioner for Hearings and 
Appeals, disposes of a staggering 50,000 
cases annually. (About 40% of claimants 
who lose at the ALJ stage appeal.) In 
addition to appeals from ALJ decisions, 
the Appeals Council reviews, on its 
“own motion,” selected cases where 
there has been a grant of benefits. The 
Appeals Council relies on analysts in its 
companion unit, the Office of Appeals 
Operations (OAO), to screen cases and 
make recommendations concerning 
disposition of the cases. Council 
members hold the same salary grade 
level as SSA ALJs. They perform purely 
a paper review on cases that are 
forwarded to them by OAO and 
assigned to them individually based on 
the geographical origin of the case. In 
most cases, review is summarily denied 
or dismissed. Because of the demands 
on each member, (up to 500 cases per 
member per month), a typical case is 
likely to receive less than 15 minutes of 
paper review. The Council almost never 
sits in panels or conducts oral 
arguments. Approximately 5% of the 
cases reviewed result in reversals, and 
another 7 to 15% are remanded. 

After exhaustion of state and federal 
administrative remedies, a claimant may 
seek judicial review in the federal 
district court. In the years 1981 to 1986 
the number of new SSA disability cases 
filed in the courts ranged from 9000 to 
26,000 per year. 

Historically, the Appeals Council has 
played a policy-relevant role. Yet, as its 
caseload increased, it was by necessity 
limited to a narrow case correction 
function. Accordingly, its members had 
little time to devote to policy matters. 
Recently, the Appeals Council has come 
under attack from many fronts, 
including Congress, claimants and their 
representatives, and academicians, who 
have questioned both the Appeals 
Council's usefulness as an additional 
step in the adjudicative chain and its 
— to play a more policy-relevant 
role. 

Critics have complained that the rate 
of reversals is so low that it fails to 
compensate for the additional delay 
caused to claimants who wish to seek 


judicial review. Other observers have 
noted that because its members are so 
driven by the “tyranny of the caseload,” 
it has failed to take advantage of its 
unique position as the final 
administrative review body—one that 
sees a diverse number of disability 
cases, and accordingly, can detect 
emerging problems, and identify new 
issues to be resolved and policies to be 
developed. Thus, any capabilities it 
should have in promoting consistency of 
lower-level decisionmaking, and policy 
integrity throughout the system, are 
thwarted, and it is left with little more 
than a case-handling role. 

The Social Security Administration 
requested the Administrative 
Conference’s advice concerning, among 
other things, ways in which it might be 
possible for the Appeals Council to 
recapture its policymaking position 
within the Social Security bureaucracy. 
The Conference's study 
comprehensively analyzed the operation 
of the Appeals Council with an eye 
toward recommendations for a change 
in its role. , 

Serious consideration was given to 
outright abolition of the Appeals 
Council. This view was premised on the 
Appeals Council's present inability to do 
litte more than add one more layer to 
the already-lengthy review bureaucracy. 
(This criticism was not intended as a 
denigration of Appeals Council 
members, whom the study found to be 
competent, dedicated, and cooperative.) 
Before recommending such a drastic, 
and irreversible step, however, the 
Conference felt that a last attempt 
should be made to use the unique 
perspective and expertise of the 
Appeals Council to help correct the 
existing problem. The Conference 
believes that fundamental changes are 
needed to reduce the Council's caseload 
to a more manageable volume (e.g. 5,000 
to 10,000 cases annually) so that 
individual cases can be given more 
attention and the Council can be a 
significant contributor to agency 
policymaking. Accordingly, to 
implement a systems-reform function for 
the Appeals Council, the Conference 
makes the following Recommendations 
for modification of its structure, purpose 
and operations. 


Recommendation 


1. The Social Security Administration 
(SSA) should, as soon as feasible, 
restructure the Appeals Council in a 
fashion that redirects the institution's 
goals and operation from an exclusive’ 
focus on processing the stream of 
individual cases and toward an 
emphasis on policy development and 
improved organizational effectiveness. 
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To that end, the Appeals Council should 
be provided the authority to reduce 
significantly its caseload and also be 
given, as its principal mandate, the 
responsibility to recommend and, where 
appropriate, develop and implement 
operational policies and decisional 
guidelines for the disability 
determination process. In particular, 
SSA should adopt the following 
structural reforms to improve the 
Appeals Council's ability to perform its 
new function. 


a. Focus on Policy Development 


SSA should make clear that the 
primary function of the Appeals Council 
is to focus on operational policy 
concerning disability law and 
procedures and transmit policy advice 
to other SSA policymakers and guidance 
to lower-level decisionmakers. Thus the 
Appeals Council should advise and 
assist SSA policymakers and 
decisionmakers by: , 

(1) Conducting independent studies of 
the agency's case and procedures, and 
providing appropriate advice and 
recommendations to SSA policymakers; 

(2) Providing guidance to lower level 
decisionmakers (e.g., ALJs DDS hearing 
officers) by: (a) Providing, after 
coordination with other SSA 
policymakers, interpretive “minutes” on 
questions of disability law and policy, 


and (b) articulating the proper handling 
of specific issues in case review 
opinions to be given precedential 
significance. Such formal guidance 
papers should be distributed throughout 
the system, made publicly available, and 
indexed. 


b. Control of its Caseload 


The Appeal Council should retain, and 
continue to invoke, its authority (on — 
behalf of the Secretary of HHS) to make 
final agency decisions upon review of 
initial decisions by departmental 
administrative law judges (ALJs). 
However, in order to permit Appeals 
Council members to focus on policy 
development and to devote more time to 
individual cases, the Council should be 
authorized to exercise its review 
sparingly and only on categories of 
cases prescribed in advance by the 
Council plus a smal] sample of random 
cases. In doing so the Council should: 

(1) Develop, and revise periodically, a 
list of categories of cases from which it 
would select cases for review (e.g., all 
cases involving substance abuse, AIDS, 
undocumented claims of disabling pain, 
or specified types of cases that-are 
shown to be “error prone”); 

(2) Prescribe case categories that are 
clear enough to permit administrative 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 207'/ Tuesday, October 27, 1987 / Proposed Rules 


personne] at the hearing level to forward 
cases fitting the categories to the Appeal 
Council for acceptance; 

(3) Publish its list of categories so that 
the public, ALJs and other SSA 
personnel may suggest modifications; 

(4) Give special emphasis to 
categories of cases that show evidence 
of a pattern of erroneous denials, 
although unless otherwise specified, 
cases selected for review should include 
both grants and denials of benefits; 

(5) Develop methods to allow the 
Council to identify potential or emerging 
problem areas and to generally keep 
abreast of disability law and procedure, 
such as, for example, accepting for 
review a random sample of cases falling 
outside the designated categories; 


c. Improved Review of Individual Cases 


The Appeals Council, given a reduced 
caseload, should upgrade its handling of 
individual cases. In particular the 
Council should: ; 

(1) Work more collaboratively, 
including as appropriate, considering 
cases en banc or in panels; 

(2) Encourage claimant's 
representatives to submit briefs 
(including amicus briefs) on selected 
issues and evaluate the benefits of 
encouraging oral arguments in 
appropriate cases (utilizing existing 
authority to reimburse participants as 
necessary); 

(3) Write more elaborate opinions, 
providing better reasoning and legal 
analysis and relying less on boilerplate 
and verbatim recitation of records; 

(4) Avoid substitution of judgment on 
AL] factural determinations,” 

(5) Significantly reduce the time 
needed to review cases by initiating any 
review within 30 days and issuing a 
final decision in most cases within 90 
days of accepting review; 

(6) Specify that once the period for 
accepting review has passed, AL] 
decisions should be deemed final, and 
not subject to reopening, except for 
fraud, clerical error or obvious mistake. 


d. Enhance the Appeals Council Role in 
Court Cases 


The Appeals Council should maintain 


: “ its roles in “supplemental review”? of 


2 In conjunction with this reliance on the record 
below, the Appeals Council should not permit new 
evidence to be introduced without good cause, 
although motions to remand to the hearing stage 
should be permitted. See Recommendation 78- 
2(c)(1); 1 CFR 305.78-2(c)(1). 

8 Supplemental review is performed by the 
Appeals Council when the attorney representing 
_ HHS in the court action believes the agency will not 
prevail. A two-member panel of Appeals Council 
members then reviews the case, most often 
recommending a remand rather than proceed with 
the litigation. 


cases pending in district court upon the 
request of government counsel and in 
reviewing cases remanded from district 
court. Moreover, SSA should ensure that 
the Appeals Council: (1) Is able to 
monitor subsequent developments in 
court regarding cases that the Council 
has reviewed, and (2) plays a more 
important role in helping the agency 
decide which cases should be appealed 
after an adverse district court decision. 


e. Enhancement of Status of Appeals 
Council 


SSA should improve the status of the 
Appeals Council and insure high caliber 
appointment by: 

(1) Reducing the size of the Council 
from 20 to 11 members including a 
“Chair.” 

(2) Upgrading the salary-level of 
members so that it is one level above 
SSA AL]s; 

(3) Providing the members, by 
regulation, with the same civil service 
protections as accorded to career 
service personnel and by providing ALJs 
who agree to serve on the Council with 
assurances that they will receive 
reappointment to their former position 
upon completion of service. 

(4) Establishing merit selection 
critieria for appointment to the Appeals 
Council, giving preference to prior 
experience as an ALJ; and 

(5) Relocating the Appeals Council to 


_ be a component of the Office of the 


Commissioner, preferably in a 
consolidated headquarters location. 


f. Enhancement of Support Systems 


SSA should improve the support 
system provided to its Appeals Council 
by reorganizing the Office of Appeals 
Operations, providing law clerks to 
assist members, and updating 
production and communication systems. 


g. Enhance the Appeals Council's 
Visibility 

The Appeals Council should enhance 
its visibility both inside and outside the 
agency by reinstating the “visiting ALJ” 
program,‘ instituting exchange programs 
with other SSA components, and 
encouraging outreach and bar-related 
activities. 

2. If the reconstituted Appeals Council 
does not result in improved policy 
development of case-handling 
performance within a certain number of 
years (to be determined by Congress 


4 The visiting AL] program allowed for one-month 
temporary duty by an ALJ on the Appeals Council. 
SSA should consider longer intra-agency details in 
the future. 
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and SSA), serious consideration should 
be given to abolishing it. 

jeffrey S. Lubbers, 

Research Director. 

October 23, 1987. 

[FR Doc. 87-24950 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6110-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Office of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement 


30 CFR Parts 842 and 843 


Surface Coal Mining and Reclamation 
Operations; Evaluation of State 
Responses to Ten-Day Notices; 
Extension of Comment Period 


AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement, Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of extension of public 
comment period. 


SUMMARY: On September 9, 1987, the 
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement (OSMRE) published a 
proposed rule which would establish a 
uniform standard for the evaluation of 
responses by State regulatory 
authorities to notifications of possible 
violations (ten-day notices or TDN'’s). 52 
FR 34050. The public comment period on 
the proposed rule closes on November 9, 
1987. OSMRE is now extending the 
public comment period until November 
20, 1987. 

DATES: The comment period on the 
proposed rule is extended until 
November 20, 1987. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments may be 
mailed to the Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement, 
Administrative Record, Room 5131-L, 
1951 Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20240; or hand-carried 
to the Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement, 
Administrative Record, Room 5131, 1100 
L Street, NW., Washington, DC. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
George M. Stone, Jr., Chief, Branch of 
Inspection and Enforcement, Office of 
Surface Mining Reclamation and 
Enforcement, U.S. Department of the 
Interior, 1951 Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20240; Telephone: 202- 
343-4295 (Commercial or FTS). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: OSMRE 
published a proposed rule on September 
9, 1987, which would amend its 
regulations in response to a petition for 
rulemaking. 52 FR 34050. In response to 
a request for extension of the public 
comment period, OSMRE is extending 
that period until November 20, 1987. The 
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proposed rule would establish a uniform 
standard for OSMRE’s evaluation of 
responses by State regulatory 
authorities to TDN’s. Under the 
proposed rule, OSMRE would accept a 
State regulatory authority's response to 
a TDN as constituting appropriate action 
to cause a possible violation to be 
corrected or showing good cause for 
failure to act, in accordance with the 
Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act of 1977, unless OSMRE makes a 
written determination that such 
response was arbitrary, capricious, or 
an abuse of discretion under the State 
program. The proposed rule would also 
establish a process by which a State 
regulatory authority could request 
informal review of a written 
determination to inspect by OSMRE’s 
authorized representative. For further 
information, consult the notice of 
proposed rulemaking, cited above. 


Date: October 20, 1987. 
James W. Workman, 
Acting Director, Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement. 
[FR Doc. 87-24771 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-05-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 52 
[FRL-3233-5] 


Approval and Promulgation of 
implementation Plans; Ohio 


AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (USEPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: USEPA is proposing to 
disapprove a site-specific revision to the 
Ohio State Implementation Plan (SIP) 
for ozone. This revision is a request for 
monthly averaging for volatile organic 
compound (VOC) emissions for an 
architectural aluminum extrusion 
coating line (K001) at J&S Aluminum 
Corporation (J&S). This facility is 
located in Mahoning County, Ohio. 
USEPA is proposing to disapprove this 
SIP revision, because it has not been 
demonstrated that complying coatings 
are unavailable, and that the application 
of Reasonably Available Control 
Technology (RACT) on less than a 
monthly basis is infeasible. 
DATE: Comments on this revision and on 
the proposed USEPA action must be 
received by November 27, 1987. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the SIP revision 
are available at the following addresses 
for review: (It is recommended that you 
telephone Uylaine E. McMahan, at (312) 


886-6031, before visiting the Region V 

office.) 

U.S. Environmental Protection sony 
Region V, Air and Radiation Branch, 
230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604 

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, 
Office of Air Pollution Control, 361 
East Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 
43216 
Comments on this proposed rule 

should be addressed to: (Please submit 

an original and three copies, if possible) 

Gary Gulezian, Chief, Regulatory 

Analysis Section, Air and Radiation 

Branch (5AR-26), U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency, Region V, 230 South 

Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Uylaine E. McMahan, Air and Radiation 

Branch (5AR-26), U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency, Region V, Chicago, 

Illinois 60604, (312) 886-6031. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

February 28, 1986, the Ohio 

Environmental Protection Agency 

(OEPA) submitted a proposed revision 

to its ozone SIP allowing monthly 

averaging for an architectural aluminum 
extrusion coating line (K001). This 
operation is located at the J&S facility in 

Mahoning County,? Ohio, a 

nonattainment area for ozone. F 
On April 17, 1986, USEPA notified 

OEPA that the February 28, 1986, 

submittal requesting monthly averaging 

for J&S was deficient as stated in 

USEPA’s technical support document 

(TSD) dated April 3, 1986. OEPA 

submitted supplemental information on 

July 2, 1986, and August 18, 1986, to © 

support this revision. 

Existing SIP Requirements 
Under the existing federally approved 

SIP, the architectural aluminum 

extrusion coating line (K001) is subject 

to the control requirements contained in 

Ohio Administrative Code (OAC) Rule 

3745-21-09(U)(1)(a)(iii) which limits the 

VOC content of extreme performance 

coatings to 3.5 pounds of VOC per 

gallon of coating, minus water. OAC 

Rule 3745-21-04(C)(28) required 

compliance with the limit by December 

31, 1982. Compliance is determined on a 

24-hour basis. USEPA approved these 

rules as meeting the reasonably 

available control technology (RACT) 2 


1 OEPA submitted a request to revise the 
attainment status designation, at 40 CFR 81.336, for 
Mahoning County from nonattainment to attainment 
for the ozone nationa) ambient air quality standard 
(NAAQS). Mahoning County, at this time, is 
designated a nonattainment area. However, there 
have been no measured violations of the ozone 


NAAQS from 1982 through 1985. 
2 A definition of RACT is contained in a 
December 9, 1976, memorandum from Roger 
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requirement of the Clean Air Act on 
October 31, 1980 (45 FR 72122), and June 
29, 1982 (47 FR 28097). 


Extended Averaging Time Criteria 


USEPA’s January 20, 1984, policy 
memorandum, subject “Averaging Times 
for Compliance With VOC Emission 
Limits”, contains the following criteria 
for evaluating VOC requests for 
extended averaging: 


Criterion 1 


Extended averaging can be permitted 
where the source operations are such 
that daily VOC emissions cannot be 
determined, or where the application of 
RACT for each emission point is not 
economically or technically feasible on 
a daily basis. 


Criterion 2 


The area must not lack an approved 
SIP, and there must not be any 
measured violations of the ozone 
standard, unless the SIP is revised 
demonstrating ambient standards 
attainment and maintenance of 
reasonable further progress (RFP) 
(reflexing the maximum daily emissions 
from the source with long-term 
averaging). Real reductions in actual 
emissions must be achieved, consistent 
with the RACT control level specific in 
the SIP. 


Criterion 3 


A demonstration must be made that 
the use of long-term averaging (greater 
than 24-hour averaging) will not 
jeopardize either ambient standards 
attainment or the RFP plan for the area. 
This must be accomplished by showing 
that the maximum daily increase in 
emissions associated with monthly 
averaging is consistent with the 
approved ozone SIP. 


Criterion 4 


Averaging times must be as short as 
practicable, and in no case longer than 
30 days. 


Analysis 


For monthly averaging to be 
approved, it must be demonstrated that 
it is infeasible to meet a daily VOC 
RACT emission limit, e.g., through the 
use of add-on controls or low solvent 
technology. In addition, it should be 
demonstrated that a monthly averaging 


Strelow, former Assistant Administrator for Air and 
Waste Management. RACT is defined as the lowest 
emission limitation that a particular source is 
capable of meeting by the application of control 
technology that is reasonably available, considering 
technological and economic feasibility. 
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period is the shortest period that is 
practicable. 

OPEA has determined the cost- 
effectiveness of add-on control, in this 
case to be $6,625 per ton of VOC 
controlled. Because this estimate does 
not include capital costs or any 
operating costs other than the natural 
gas requirement, it is a conservative 
estimate. USEPA agrees that add-on 
controls are not economically 
reasonable for this source. 

However, it has not been 
demonstrated that J&S’ major coating 
supplier has been unable to develop 
complying low solvent coatings and that 
coatings from other suppliers were 
tested and determined to be 
unacceptable. This documentation 
should be in the form of correspondence 
with the coating suppliers and 
summaries of any testing performed. If 


the State demonstrates conclusively that 
complying low-solvent coatings are 
unavailable, then the USEPA would 
consider an alternative RACT 
determination for the existing coatings. 
These facts notwithstanding it has not 
been demonstrated that a monthly 
averaging period is the shortest 
averaging time practicable. USEPA is 
proposing to disapprove this SIP 
revision for this reason. 

USEPA is providing a 30-day comment 
period on this notice of proposed 
rulemaking. Public comments received 
on or before November 27, 1987, will be 
considered in USEPA’s final rulemaking. 
All comments will be available for 
inspection during normal business hours 
at the Region V office address provided 
at the front of this notice. 

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b), I certify that 
this SIP disapproval will not have a 
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significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities, 
because the effect of this disapproval is 
to leave in effect existing emissions 
limitations. Therefore, there is no 
change or any impact on any source or 
community. Additionally, it applies to 
only one major corporation, J&S. 

Under Executive Order 12291, today's 
action is not “Major”. It has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) for review. 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401---7642. 

Dated: February 10, 1987. 

Valdas V. Adamkus, 
Regional Administrator. 

Editorial note: This document was received 
at the Office of the Federal Register on 
October 16, 1987. 

[FR Doc. 87-24332 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 
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Notices 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
Public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing in this section. 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


Committee on Regulation; Public 
Meeting 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92- 
463), notice is hereby given of a meeting 
of the Committee on Regulation of the 
Administrative Conference of the United 
States. The committee has scheduled 
this meeting to develop a proposed 
recommendation on National Coverage 
Determinations Under the Medicare 
Program, based upon a study conducted 
for the Conference by Professor Eleanor 
D. Kinney. The proposed 
recommendation is published at 52 FR 
38925 (October 20, 1987). Comments are 
requested by November 6, 1987. Copies 
of the consultant's report may be 
obtained from the contact person named 
in this notice. 


Date: Thursday, November 19, 1987 at 
10 a.m. 


Location: 4th Floor Conference Room, 
Steptoe & Johnson, 1330 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, DC. 


Public Participation: The committee 
meeting is open to the interested public, 
but limited to the space available. 
Persons wishing to attend should notify 
the contact person at least two days 
prior to the meeting. The committee 
chairman may permit members of the 
public to present oral statements at the 
meetings. Any member of the public 
may file a written statement with the 
committee before, during, or after the 
meeting. Minutes of the meeting will be 
available on request. 


For Further Information Contact: 
Sara Gordon, Staff Attorney, 
Administrative Conference of the United 
States, 2120 L Street NW., Suite 500, 


Washington, DC 20037. Telephone (202) 


254-7020. 


Jeffrey S. Lubbers, 
Research Director. 


October 22, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-24827 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am| 


BILLING CODE 6110-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Packers and Stockyards 


Administration 


Certification of Central Filing System 


The Statewide central filing system of 
Alabama is hereby certified, pursuant to 
section 1324 of the Food Security Act of 
1985, on the basis of information 
submitted by Glen Browder, Secretary 
of State, for farm products produced in 
that State as follows: 


Apples 
Apricots 
Artichokes 
Asparagus 
Avocados 
Bananas 
Barley 

Beans, 

Beans, 

Beans, 

Beans, 

Beans, 

Beets 

Berries, Black 
Berries, Blue 
Berries, Straw 
Broccoli 
Brussels Sprouts 
Cabbage 
Carrots 
Cauliflower 
Celery 
Cherries 
Coffee 
Collards 

Corn 

Corn, Sweet 
Cotton 
Cucumbers 
Dates 
Eggplant 
Escarole 

Figs 

Flaxseed 
Garlic 

Grapes and Raisins 
Grapefruit 
Hay 

Hops 

Irish Potatoes 
Kiwi 

Legumes, Seed 
Lemons 
Lettuce 

Limes 

Maple Syrup 
Melons, Canteloupe 
Melons, Honey Dew 


Melons, Water 
Milo & Sorghum Grain 
Mint 
Mushrooms 
Muscadine 
Mustards 
Nectarines 
Nutmeg 

Oats 

Olives 

Onions 

Oranges 
Papayas 
Peaches 
Peanuts 

Pears 

Peas, Dry 

Peas, Field 
Peas, Green 
Pecans 

Peppers 
Persimmons 
Pineapple 
Plums and Prunes 
Pomegranates 
Popcorn 
Pumpkins 

Rape Seed 

Rice 

Rye 

Sorghum Grain 
Soybeans 
Spinach 

Sugar Beets 
Sugar Cane 
Sunflower Seeds 
Sweet Potatoes 
Tangelos 
Tangerines 
Taro 

Tea 

Tobacco 
Tomatoes 

Trees 

Turnips 
Walnuts 

Cattle and Calves 
Catfish and Fish 
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Chicken Earthworms 
Ducks Shellfish 
Eggs, Hatching Eggs 

Geese Flowers 
Goats Foliage Plants 
Guineas Grass 

Hogs 

Horses 

Lambs and Sheep 
Mules 


Cotton Seed 
Mohair 
Quail Shrubbery 
Turkeys Wool 

This is issued pursuant to authority 
delegated by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 


Authority: Sec. 1324(c)(2), Pub. L. 99-198, 99 
Stat. 1535, 7 U.S.C. 1631(c){2); 7 CFR 
2.17(e)(3), 2.56({a)(3), 51 FR 22795, 

Dated: October 22, 1987. 

B.H. (Bill) Jones, 

Administrator, Packers and Stockyards 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 87-24800 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-KD-M 


Soil Conservation Service 


Cheney Point Critical Area Treatment 
RC&D Measure, New York 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Notice of a finding of no 
significant impact. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969; the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (40 
CFR Part 1500); and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
Part 650); the Soil Conservation Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives 
notice that an environmental impact 
statement is not being prepared for the 
Cheney Point Critical Area Treatment 
RC&D Measure, Chautauqua County, 
New York. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Paul A. Dodd, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, James M. 
Hanley Federal Building, 100 S. Clinton 
Street, Room 771, Syracuse, New York 
13260, telephone (315) 423-5521. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Paul A. Dodd, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
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preparation of an environmental impact 
statement is not needed for this. project. 

The measure concerns a plan to 
provide for reducing critical erosion 
along a streambank adjacent to a fire 
lane in the Town of North Harmony 
which occurs.during high runoff events. 
The fire lane provides access to 
Chautauqua Lake for water in 
emergency fire situations. The integrity 
of the fire lane will be assured through 
the installation of project measures. The 
planned works of improvement include 
the installation of gabion baskets, 
grading and shaping of the streambank, 
and seeding and mulching of all 
disturbed areas. 

The Notice of Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency and to various 
Federal, State and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 
copies of the FONSI are available to fill 
single copy requests at the above 
address. Basic data developed during 
the environmental assessment is on file 
and may be reviewed by contacting Paul 
A. Dodd. 

No administrative actionon . 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until 30 days after the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register. 
(This activity is listed in the Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance under No. 
10.901—Resource Conservation and 
Development—and is-subject to the provision 
of Executive Order 12372 which requires 
intergovernmental consultation with State 
and Local officials.) 

Paul A. Dodd, 
State Conservationist. 

Date: October 14, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-24768 Fiied 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Agency Forms Under Review by the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) 


DOC has submitted to OMB for 
clearance the following proposals for 
collection of information under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). 

Agency: Bureau of the Census 

Title: Census Employment Inquiry 

Form Number: Agency—BC-170, BC- 
170D; OMB—0607--0139 

Type of Request: Revision of a currently 
approved collection 

Burden: 220,000 respondents; 55,000 
reporting hours 

Needs and Uses: This collection is 
needed to select a temporary 
workforce for the 1990 Decennial 


Census and for several test censuses 
and address list preparation and 
improvement operations. The 
information will be used to determine 
the best qualified applicants to fill the 
census jobs. 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households 

Frequency: On occasion 

Respondent's Obligation: Required to 
obtain or retain a benefit 

OMB Desk Officer: Francine Picoult, 
395-7340 


Agency: Bureau of the Census 

Title: Address Listing Book and Quality 
Control Advance Listing Post 
Enumeration Survey 

Form Number: Agency—DX-1302 and 
DX-1312; OMB—NA 

Type of Request: New collection 

Burden: 11,000 respondents; 110 
reporting hours 

Needs and Uses: This survey is needed 
to obtain addresses of housing units to 
be interviewed in the Post 
Enumeration Survey. 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households 

Frequency: One time 

Respondent's Obligation: Mandatory 

OMB Desk Officer: Francine Picoult, 
395-7340 


Agency: Bureau of the Census 

Title: Current Industrial Reports (CIR) 
Program (WAve III Voluntary) 

Form Number: Agency—M37L; OMB— 
0607-0475 

Type of Request: Revision of a current 
approved collection 

Burden: 265 respondents; 1,200 reporting 
hours 

Needs and Uses: The CIR program 
provides key measures of production, 
shipments, and/or inventories on a 
national basis for selected 
manufactured products. The 
information is used by Government 
agencies, business firms, trade 
associations, and private research and 
consulting organizations in their 
indices and tables, and for trend 
projections, market analysis, product 
planning, and other economic and 
business-oriented analysis. 

Affected Public: Businesses or other for- 
profit institutions 

Frequency: Monthly and annually 

Respondent's Obligation: Voluntary 
(monthly) and mandatory (annually) 

OMB Desk Officer: Francine Picoult, 
395-7340 


Agency:-Bureau of the Census 

Title: Shipper’s Export Declaration and 
Continuation Sheet to the Shipper’s 
Export Declaration 

Form Number: Agency—7525-V; OMB— 
0607-0018 


Type of Request: Extension of a 
currently approved collection 

Burden: Unknown number of 
respondents; 843-017 reporting hours 

Needs and Uses: These.collections are 
used by many government agencies: 
(1) To develop the essential export 
components of the merchandise trade 
figures for the balance of payments 
accounts and to evaluate the effect of 
the value of the U.S. currently; (2) to 
appraise and analyze major 
movements and trends in U.S. exports; 
(3) to plan and evaluate such 
programs as the export promotion 
program, agricultural development 
and assistance programs; (4) to 
prepare for and assist in trade 
negotiations under the General 
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade; and 
(5) as a statistical base for 
implementing the strategic 
commodities controls and short 
supply aspects of the Export 
Administration Act. 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households, businesses or other for- 
profit institutions, Federal agencies or 
employees, non-profit institutions, and 
small businesses or organizations 

Frequency: On occasion 

Respondent's Obligation: Mandatory 

OMB Desk Officer: Francine Picoult, 
395-7340 


Agency: Bureau of the Census 

Title: Shipper’s Export Declaration 
(SED) 

Form Number: Agency—7525-M; 
OMB—0607-0150 

Type of Request: Extension of a 
currently approved collection 

Burden: 67 respondents; 4,690 reporting 
hours 

Needs and Uses: This collection is used 
by exporters who make numerous 
shipments of essentially the same 
commodities, when such use would 
reduce substantially the number of 
individual SED's filed. The needs and 
uses are the same as the above 
collection (0607-0018). 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households, businesses or other for- 
profit institutions, Federal agencies or 
employees, non-profit institutions, and 
small businesses or organizations 

Frequency: Monthly and annually 

Respondent's Obligation: Mandatory 

OMB Desk Officer: Francine Picoult, 
395-7340 


Agency: Bureau of the Census 

Title: Shipper’s Export Declaration and 
Continuation Sheet to the Shipper’s 
Export Declaration—(Intermodal) 

Form Number: Agency—7525-V- 
Alternate (Intermodal); OMB—0607- 
0152 





41314 


Type of Request: Extension of a 
currently approved collection 

Burden: Unknown number of 
respondents; 334,871 reporting hours 

Needs and Uses: This collection was 
designed primarily for waterborne 
shipments to simplify documentation 
by allowing the simultaneous 
preparation of commercial and 
governmental shipping documents 
(bills of lading, dock receipts, Customs 
drawback forms, etc.) via an aligned 
standard international master. This 
form may be used in lieu of the basis 
SED, Form 7525-V, without limitation. 
The needs and uses are the same 
0607-0018 above. 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households, businesses or other for- 
profit institutions, Federal agencies or 
employees, non-profit institutions, and 
small businesses or organizations 

Frequency: On occasion 

Respondent's Obligation: Mandatory 

OMB Desk Officer: Francine Picoult, 
395-7340 


Copies of the above information 
collection proposals can be obtained by 
calling or writing DOC Clearance 
Officer, Edward Michals, (202) 377-3271, 
Department of Commerce, Room H6622, 
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230. 

Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collections should be sent to 
Francine Picoult, OMB Desk Officer, 
Room 3228 New Executive Office 
Building, Washington, DC 20503. 


Dated: October 20, 1987. 
Edward Michals, 
Departmental Clearance Office, Office of 
Management and Organization. 
[FR Doc. 87-24819 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-07-M 


Foreign-Trade Zones Board 
[Docket No. 22-87] 


Foreign-Trade Zone 56—Oakiand, CA; 
Application for Subzone 


Mazda Auto Processing Facility, 
Benicia, CA 


An application has been submitted to 
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the 
Board) by the City of Oakland, 
California, grantee of FTZ 56, requesting 
special-purpose subzone status for the 
automobile processing facility of Mazda 
Motors of America, Inc., in Benicia, 
California, adjacent to the San 
Francisco/Oakland Customs port of 
entry. The application was submitted 
pursuant to the provisions of the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Act, as amended 


(19 U.S.C. 81a through 81u), and the 
regulations of the Board (15 CFR Part 
400). It was formally filed on October 16, 
1987. 

The Mazda facility is located (on a 45- 
acre site) at 2850 Harbor Way in the 
Benicia Industrial Park, Benicia, 
California. The facility, which employs 
60 persons, is used to process, modify, 
and distribute imported Mazda vehicles. 
the modifications, performed under 
contract by Benicia Industries, Inc., 
involve installing domestic components 
such as air conditioners, bumpers, 
mirrors bed liners, rear windows, and 
mats. . 

Zone procedures will allow Mazda to 
defer duty payments on the vehilces 
while they are being processed. The 
application indicates that the savings 
will help improve the company’s 
international competitiveness and 
encourage it to use domestic 
components. 

In accordance with the Board's 
regulations, an examiners committee 
has been appointed to investigate the 
application and report to the Board. The 
committee consists of: Dennis Puccinelli 
(Chairman), Foreign-Trade Zones Staff, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, DC 20230; Paul R. 
Andrews, District Director, U.S. 
Customs Service, Pacific Region, P.O. 
Box 2450, San Francisco, California 
94126; and Colonel Salen H. Yanagihara, 
District Engineer, U.S. Army Engineer 
District San Francisco, 211 Main Street, 
San Francisco, California 94105. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
subzone are invited in writing from _ 
interested parties. They should be 
addressed to the Board’s Executive 
Secetary at the address below and 
postmarked on or before December 8, 
1987. : 

A copy of the application is available 
for pubic inspection at each of the 
following locations: 

U.S. Department of Commerce, District 
Office, Federal Building, 450 Golden 
Gate Avenue, San Francisco, 
California 94102. 

Office of the Executive Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade Zone Board, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Room 1529, 
14th and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 


Washington, DC 20230. 
Dated: October 20, 1987. 


John J. Da Ponte, Jr., 

Executive Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-24820 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M . 
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international Trade Administration 
[(C-351-004] 


Certain Stainless Steel Products From 
Brazil; Intention To Review and 
Preliminary Results of Changed 
Circumstances Administrative Review 
and Tentative Determination To 
Terminate Suspended Countervailing 
Duty Investigation 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Import Administration, 
Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of intention to review 
and preliminary results of changed 
circumstances administrative review 
and tentative determination to terminate 
suspended countervailing duty 
investigation. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce has received information 
which shows changed circumstances 
sufficient to warrant an administrative 
review of the suspended countervailing 
duty investigation on certain stainless 
steel products from Brazil. Because an 
organization representing the vast 
majority of the petitioners in the original 
investigation has-notified the 
Department it is no longer interested in 
the maintenance of the suspension 
agreement, we tentatively determine to 
terminate this suspended investigation. 
We invite interested parties to comment 
on these preliminary results and 
tentative determination to terminate. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Christopher Beach or Bernard Carreau, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone: (202) 377-2786. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On July 17, 1987, the Stainless Steel 
Bar and Rod Task Force of the Specialty 
Steel Industry of the United States, 
which represents the vast majority of 
the petitioners in the original 
investigation, informed the Department 
of Commerce (“the Department”) that it 
was no longer interested in the 
maintenance of the suspension 
agreement on certain stainless steel 
products from Brazil (48 FR 4703, 
February 2, 1983) and requested that the 
Department terminate the suspended 
investigation. 


Scope of Review 


The United States has developed a 
system of tariff classification based on 
the international harmonized system of 
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Customs nomenclature. Congress is 
considering legislation to convert the 
United States to this Harmonized 
System (“HS”) by January 1, 1988. In 
view of this, we will be providing both 
the appropriate Tariff Schedule of the 
United States Annotated (‘“‘TSUSA”) 
item numbers and the appropriate HS 
item numbers with our product 
descriptions on a test basis, pending 
Congressional approval. As with the 
TSUSA, the HS item numbers are 
provided for convenience and Customs 
purposes. The written description 
remains dispositive. 

We are requesting petitioners to 
include the appropriate HS item 
number(s) as well as the TSUSA item 
number(s) in all new petitions filed with 
the Department. A reference copy of the 
proposed Harmonized System schedule 
is available for consultation at the 
Central Records Unit, Room B-099, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230. Additionally, all 
Customs offices have reference copies, 
and petitioners may contact the Import 
Specialist at their local Customs office 
to consult the schedule. 

Imports covered by the review are 
shipments of Brazilian certain stainless 
steel products limited to hot-rolled 
stainless steel bars, cold-formed 
stainless steel bars and stainless steel 
wire rod. Such merchandise is currently 
classifiable under TSUSA item numbers 
606.9005, 606.9010, and 607.2600 (if 
tempered, treated or partly 
manufactured, 607.4300). These products 
are currently classifiable under HS item 
numbers 7220.11.00—2, 7222.10.00—0, 
7222.20.00—0, 7222.30.00—0, 7218.90.00— 
2, and 7221.00.00—2. We invite 
comments from all interested parties on 
these HS numbers. The review covers 
the period from January 1, 1987. 


Preliminary Results of Review and 
Tentative Determination 


As a result of our review, we 
preliminarily determine that the 
statement by the Stainless Steel Bar and 
Rod Task Force that it is no longer 
interested in the maintenance of the 
suspension agreement on certain 
stainless steel products from Brazil, 
provides a reasonable basis for 
termination of the suspended 
investigation. 

Therefore, we tentatively determine to 
terminate the suspended investigation 
on certain stainless steel products from 
Brazil effective January 1, 1987. The 
current requirements of the agreement 
suspending the investigation will 
continue until publication of the final 
results of this review. 


Interested parties may submit written 
comments on these preliminary results 
and tentative determination to terminate 
within 20 days of the date of publication 
of this notice and may request 
disclosure and/or a hearing within five 
days of the date of publication. Any 
hearing, if requested, will be held 30 
days after the date of publication, or the 
first workday following. The 
Department will publish the final results 
of the review and its decision on 
termination, including its analysis of 
issues raised in any such written 
comments or at a hearing. 

This intention to review, 
administrative review, tentative 
determination to terminate, and notice 
are in accordance with sections 751 (b) 
and (c) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1675 (b) and (c)) and §§ 355.41 
and 355.42 of the Commerce Regulations 
(19 CFR 355.41, 355.42). 

Date: October 21, 1987. 

Gilbert B. Kaplan, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 87-24821 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 


[C-351-006] 


Certain Tool Steel Products From 
Brazil; Intention To Review and 
Preliminary Results of Changed 
Circumstances Administrative Review 
and Tentative Determination To 
Terminate Suspended Countervailing 
Duty Investigation 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Import Administration, 
Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of intention to review 
and preliminary results of changed 
circumstances administrative review 
and tentative determination to terminate 
suspended countervailing duty 
investigation. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce has received information 
which shows changed circumstances 
sufficient to warrant an administrative 
review of the suspended countervailing 
duty investigation on certain tool steel 
products from Brazil. Because an 
organization representing the vast 
majority of the petitioners in the original 
investigation has notified the 
Department it is no longer interested in 
the maintenance of the suspension 
agreement, we tentatively determine to 
terminate this suspended investigation. 
We invite interested parties to comment 
on these preliminary results and 
tentative determination to terminate. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1987. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Christopher Beach or Bernard Carreau, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, DC 20230: 
telephone: (202) 377-2786. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On July 17, 1987, the Tool Steel Task 
Force of the Specialty Steel Industry of 
the United States, which represents the 
vast majority of the petitioners in the 
original investigation, informed the 
Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”) that it was no longer 
interested in the maintenance of the 
suspension agreement on certain tool 
steel products from Brazil (48 FR 11731, 
March 21, 1983) and requested that the 
Department terminate the suspended 
investigation. 


Scope of Review 


The United States has developed a 
system of tariff classification based on 
the international harmonized system of 
Customs nomenclature. Congress is 
considering legislation to convert the 
United States to this Harmonized 
System (“HS”) by January 1, 1988. In 
view of this, we will be providing both 
the appropriate Tariff Schedule of the 
United States Annotated (“TSUSA”) 
item numbers and the appropriate HS 
item numbers with our product 
descriptions on a test basis, pending 
Congressional approval. As with the 
TSUSA, the HS item numbers are 
provided for convenience and Customs 
purposes. The written description 
remains dispositive. 

We are requesting petitioners to 
include the appropriate HS item 
number(s) as well as the TSUSA item 
number(s) in all new petitions filed with 
the Department. A reference copy of the 
proposed Harmonized System schedule 
is available for consultation at the 
Central Records Unit, Room B-099, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20230. Additionally, all 
Customs offices have reference copies, 
and petitioners may contact the Import 
Specialist at their local Customs office 
to consult the schedule. 

Imports covered by the review are 
shipments of Brazilian certain tool steel 
products, limited to hot-finished tool 
steel, cold-finished tool steel, high speed 
tool steel, chipper knife tool steel and 
band saw steel bars and rods. Such 
merchandise is currently classifiable 
under items 606.9300, 606.9400, 606.9505, 
606.9510, 606.9520, 606.9525, 606.9535, 
606.9540, 607.2800, 607.3405, 607.3420, 
607.4600, 607.5405, and 607.5420. These 
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products are currently classifiable under 
HS item numbers 7228.30.15—0, 
7228.50.10—2, 7228.60.10—2, 7228.10.00— 
0, 7228.30.30—2, 7224.90.00—2, 
7227.90.10—2, and 7227.10.00—5. We 
invite comments from all interested 
parties on these HS numbers. The 
review covers the period from January 1, 
1987. 


Preliminary Results of Review and 
Tentative Determination 


As a result of our review, we 
preliminarily determine that the 
statement by the Tool Steel Task Force 
of the Specialty Steel Industry of the 
United States that it is no longer 
interested in the maintenance of the 
suspension agreement on certain tool 
steel products from Brazil provides a 
reasonable basis for termination of the 
suspended investigation. 

Therefore, we tentatively determine to 
terminate the suspended investigation 
on certain tool steel products from Brazil 
effective January 1, 1987. The current 
requirements of the agreement 
suspending the investigation will 
continue until publication of the final 
results of this review. 

Interested parties may submit written 
comments on these preliminary results 
and tentative determination to terminate 
within 20 days of the date of publication 
of this notice and may request 
disclosure and/or a hearing within five 
days of the date of publication. Any 
hearing, if requested, will be held 30 
days after the date of publication, or the 
first workday following. The 
Department will publish the final results 
of the review and its decision on 
termination, including its analysis of 
issues raised in any such written 
comments or at a hearing. 

This intention to review, 
administrative review, tentative 
determination to terminate, and notice 
are in accordance with sections 751 (b) 
and (c) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1675 (b) and (c}) and §§ 355.41 —s | 
and 355.42 of the Commerce Regulations 
(19 CFR 355.41, 355.42). 


Dated: October 21, 1987. 
Gilbert B. Kaplan, 


Acting Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 


[FR Doc. 87-24822 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 


President’s Export Council, 
International Competitiveness and 
Productivity Subcommittee Meeting 


A meeting of the President's Export 


Council Subcommittee on International 
Competitiveness and Productivity will 
be held Friday, November 13, 1987, 10:00 
a.m.—Noon and 12:45 p.m.-3:00 p.m., in 
Room 4832, Department of Commerce, 
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.., 
Washington, DC. The Council's purpose 
is to advise the President on matters 
relating to United States export trade. 


Agenda 


Opening remarks, discussion of draft 
report on the role of government, labor, 
and private industry in improving U.S. 
competitiveness; discussion of 
prioritizing recommendations on 
competitiveness. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
with a limited number of seats 
available. For further information or 
copies of the minutes contact Laureen 
Daly (202) 377-1125, Room 3213, U.S. ° 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
DC 20230. 


Dated: October 23, 1987. 
Wendy H. Smith, 
Director, President's Export Council. 
[FR Doc. 87-24958 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M 


National Technical Information 
Service 


Intent to Grant Exclusive Patent 
License; Fairleigh Dickinson 
Laboratories, inc. 


The National Technical Information 
Service (NTIS), U.S. Department of 
Commerce, intends to grant to Fairleigh 
Dickinson Laboratories, Inc. of Abilene, 
TX an exclusive right in the United 
States and certain foreign countries to 
practice the inventions embodied in U.S. 
Patent Applications S.N. 6-696,538, 
“Monoclonal Antibodies Against 
Chlamydial Genus Specific 
Lipopolysaccharide” and S.N. 6-707,012, 
“Recombinant Clones of Chlamydia 
Trachomatis Lipopolysaccharide 
Genus.” The patent rights in these 
inventions have been assigned to the 
United States of America, as 
represented by the Secretary of 
Commerce. 

The intended exclusive license wili be 
royalty-bearing and will comply with 
the terms and conditions of 35 U.S.C.'209 
and 37 CFR 404.7. The intended license 
may be granted unless, within sixty 
days from the date of this published 
Notice, NTIS receives written evidence 
and argument which establishes that the 
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grant of the intended license would not 
serve the public interest. 

Inquiries, comments and other 
materials relating to the intended 
license must be submitted to Papan 
Devnani, Office of Federal Patent 
Licensing, NTIS, Box 1423, Springfield, 
VA 22151. 

Douglas J. Campion, 

Associate Director, Office of Federal! Patent 
Licensing, National Technical Information 
Service, U.S. Department of Commerece. 
{FR Doc. 87-24682 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-04-M 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


Marine Mammals; Issuance of Permit; 
Naval Facilities Engineering Command 
(P8D) 


On May 26, 1987, notice was 
published in the Federal Register (52 FR 
19561) that an application had been filed 
by the Naval Facilities Engineering 
Command, P.O. Box 727, San Bruno, 
California 94066-0720 for a permit to 
take gray whales by intentional and 
unintentional harassment during 
scientific research to determine the 
effects. of Landing Craft Air Cushion on 
those marine mammals and ways to 
mitigate those effects. Notice is hereby 
given that on October 21, 1987, as 
authorized by the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361 
through 1407) and the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 
through 1544) the National Marine 
Fisheries Service issued a Permit for the 
above taking subject to certain 
conditions set forth therein. 

The Permit is available for review by 
interested persons in the following 
offices: 

Office of Protected Resources and 
Habitat Programs, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue, NW., Room 805, Washington, 
DC 20009; and 

Director, Southwest Region, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, 300 South 
Ferry Street, Terminal Island, California 
90731-7415. 


Dated: October 21, 1987. 
Dr. Nancy Foster, 


Director, Office of Protected Resources and 
Habitat Programs, National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 

[FR Doc. 87-24801 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 


Adjustment of Import Restraint Limits 
for Certain Cotton, Wool and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Products Produced 
or Manufactured in Taiwan 


October 21, 1987. 

The Chairman of the Committe for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
(CITA), under the athority contained in 
E.O. 11651 of March 3, 1972, as 
amended, has issued the directive 
published below to the Commissioner of 
Customs to be effective on October 28, 
1987. For further information contact 
Pamela Smith, International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
(202) 377-4212. For information on the 
quota status of these limits, please refer 
to the Quota Status Reports which are 
posted on the bulletin boards of each 
Customs port or call (292) 566-8791. For 
information on embargoes and quota re- 
openings, please call (202) 377-3715. 


Summary 


In the letter published below, the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
directs the Commissioner of Customs to 
adjust the import restraint limits for 
certain cotton, wool and man-made fiber 
textile products in Groups I and II, 
produced or manufactured in Taiwan 
and exported during 1987. 


Background 


A CITA directive dated December 23, 
1986 (52 FR 447) established import 
restraint limits for certain cotton, wool, 
man-made fiber, silk blend and other 
vegetable fiber, silk blend and other 
vegetable fiber textiles and textile 
products in Groups I, II and III, and 
individual limits and sublimits within 
the groups, produced or manufactured in 
Taiwan and exported during the twelve- 
month period which began on January 1, 
1987 and extends through December 31, 
1987. 

The bilateral textile agreement of 
November 18, 1982, as amended and 
extended, concerning cotton, wool, man- 
made fiber, silk blend and other 
vegetable fiber textiles and textile 
products from Taiwan, provides, among 
other things, for percentage increases in 
certain categories during the agreement 
year for special shift, provided 
corresponding reductions in equivalent 
square yards are made in other specific 
limits (or sublimits) during the same 
agreement year, and for swing, provided 
the group limits are not exceeded. 
Pursuant to the terms of the agreement, 


the import restraint limits established 
for cotton, wool and man-made fiber 
textile products for certain individual 
categories in Group I (Categories 310/ 
318, 313, 315, 317, 320, 360, 361, 605-T, 
611, 669-F, 670-H, 670-L and 670-U) and 
Group II (Categories 331, 333/334, 335, 
336, 337, 338/339, 340, 341, 342, 345, 347/ 
348, 350, 351, 352, 359-I, 433, 434, 435, 
442, 443, 444, 445/446, 447/448, 633/634/ 
635, 636, 637, 638, 639, 640, 641, 642, 643, 
644, 647, 648, 652 and 659-1), produced or 
manufactured in Taiwan and exported 
during the twelve-month period which 
began on January 1, 1987 and extends 
through December 31, 1987, are being 
adjusted. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 13, 1982 (47 FR 55709), as 
amended on April 7, 1983 (FR 15175), 
May 3, 1983 (48 FR 19924), December 14, 
1983, (48 FR 55607), December 30, 1983 
(48 FR 57584), April 4, 1984 (49 FR 
13397), June 28, 1984 (49 FR 26622), July 
16, 1984 (49 FR 28754), November 9, 1984 
(49 FR 44782), July 14, 1986 (51 FR 25386), 
July 29, 1986 (51 FR 27068) and in 
Statistical Headnote 5, Schedule 3 of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (1987). 

Adoption by the United States of the 
Harmonized Commodity (HCC) may 
result in some changes in the 
categorization of textile products 
covered by this Notice. Notice of any 
necessary adjustments to the limits 
affected by adoption of the HCC will be 
published in the Federal Register. 

This letter and the actions taken 
pursuant to it are not designed to 
implement all of the provisions of the 
bilateral agreement, but are designed to 
assist only in the implementation of 
certain of its provisions. 

Arthur Garel, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 


Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 


October 21, 1987. 


Commissioner of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC 
20229. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: This directive 
amends, but does not cancel, the directive of 
December 23, 1986, issued to you by the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements, 
concerning imports into the United States of 
certain cotton, wool, man-made fiber, silk 
blend and other vegetable fiber textiles and 
textile products, produced or manufactured in 
Taiwan and exported during the twelve- 
month period which began on January 1, 1987 
and extends through December 31, 1987. 

Effective on October 28, 1987, the directive 
of December 23, 1986 is hereby amended to 
include adjusted limits for the following 
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categories, under the terms of the bilateral 
textile agreement of November 18, 1982, as 
amended and extended: ! 


Adjusted 12-mo. limit * 


6,295,345 square yards. 

48,237,301 square yards 

31,190,993 square yards. 

21,196,595 square yards. 

94,271,513 square yards. 

887,626 numbers. 

1,118,576 numbers. 

1,131,538 pounds. 

1,322,111 square yards. 

1,175,644 pounds. 

32,957,210 pounds. 

77,358,383 pounds of which 
not more than 3,542,003 
pounds shall be in sublimit 
670-U (TSUSA number 
706.3415) 


506,665 dozen pairs. 

78,208 dozen. 

96,254 dozen. 

92,692 dozen. 

153,378 dozen. 

757,610 dozen. 

756,167 dozen. 

..| 399,936 dozen. 
..| 206,773 dozen. 

96,849 dozen. 

1,043,013 dozen of which not 
more than 512,258 dozen 
shall be in Category 347 
and not more than 826,971 
dozen shall be in Caterogy 
348 


106,430 dozen. 

344,000 dozen. 

961,188 dozen. 

1,371,486 pounds. 

13,352 dozen. 

..| 9,858 dozen. 

21,423 dozen. 

39,738 dozen. 

4,161 dozen. 

15,683 dozen. 

135,273 dozen. 

18,380 dozen. 

1,558,073 dozen of which not 
+more than 1,027,574 dozen 
shall be in Category 633/ 
634 and not more than 
764,209 dozen shail be in 
Category 635. 

348,418 dozen. 

389,216 dozen. 


1 The agreement provides, in part, that: (1) 
Specific limits or sublimits within a group may be 
exceeded by certain designated percentages, 
provided that the group limit is not exceeded; (2) 
certain specific limits or sublimits may be increased 
for carryforward; (3) special shift may be applied to 
certain categories, provided an equal amount in 
square yards equivalent is deducted from 
designated categories; and (4) administrative 
arrangements or adjustments may be made to 
resolve problems arising in the implementation of 
the agreement. 
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Adjusted 12-mo. limit * 


1,824,323 dozen. 

4,982,435 dozen. 

3,385,587 dozen of which not 
more than 1,725,671 dozen 
shall be in sublimit 640-Y 
(TSUSA) numbers 
381.9535, 381.3132, 
381.3142, 381.3152, 
381.9547, and 381.9550). 

753,802 dozen of which not 
more than 263,830 dozen 
shall be in sublimit 641-Y 
(TSUSA numbers 384.9110 
and 384.9120). 

661,431 dozen. 

50.118 dozen. 

179,808 dozen. 

2,623,587 dozen. 

..| 3,309,503 dozen. 

1,497,956 dozen. 

3,882,403 dozen. 

1 The limits have not been adjusted to ac- 
count for any imports exported after Decem- 
ber 31, 1986. 

21n Category 605-T, only TSUSA number 
310.9500. 

In Category 669-F, only TSUSA numbers 
355.4520 and 355.4530. 

* in Category 670-H, only TSUSA numbers 
706,4125 and 706,3405. 

Sin Catgory 670-L, only TSUSA numbers 
706.3415, 706,4130 and 706.4135. 

® in Category 359-1, only TSUSA numbers 
384.0439 384.0441, 384.0442, 384.0444, 
384.0805, 384.0810, 384.0815, 384.0820, 
384.0825, 384.3451, 384.3452. 384.3453, 
364.3454, 384.5162, 384.5163, 384.5167, 
384.5169 and 384.5172. 

7in Category 659-1, only TSUSA numbers 
384.2105, 384.2115, 384.2120, 384.2125, 
384.2646, 384.2647, 384.2648, 384.2649, 
384.2652, 384.8651, 384.8652, 384.8653, 
384.8654, 384.9356, 384.9357, 384.9358, 
384.9359 and 384.9365. 


The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that 
these actions fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553(a)(1) 

Sincerely, 
Arthur Garel, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Texiile Agreements. 
{FR Doc. 87-24806 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-m 





DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Office of the Secretary 


Defense information School Board of 
Visitors; Meeting 


AGENCY: Defense Information School 
Board of Visitors, DOD. 
ACTION: Notice of meeting. 


summary: A meeting will be held to 
review administration and content of 
the Defense Information School's public 
affairs program of instruction. The 


meeting is open to the public and will be 
conducted in Room 270A, Building #400, 
the Defense Information School, Ft. - 
Benjamin Harrison, IN 46216-6200. 


DATES: November 19, 1987—8:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m. and November 20, 1987—8:00 
a.m. to 1:00 p.m. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: | 
Lieutenant Colonel Lee Lanning, 
Director, Internal Information Plans, 
American Forces Information Service, 
601 North Fairfax Street, Room 333, 
Alexandria, VA 22314-2007. 


Thomas J. Condon, 

Acting Division Chief, Directives Division 
{FR Doc. 87-24675 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


Ada SQL interface Workshop 


ACTION: Notice of meeting. 


SumMARY: An Ada ! SQL Interface 
Workshop will be held Wednesday, 
November 18, 1987 at the National 
Clarion Hotel, 300 Army/Navy Drive, 
Arlington, Virginia, from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. Purpose: The purpose of the 
workshop is to determine the status of 
Ada SQL technology to develop a 
recommended standard approach for - 
use by DoD. Any agency or company is 
free to offer a presentation on Ada SQL 
binding technology at the workshop. An 
abstract with approximate time for 
presentation, 15 to 30 minutes must be 
submitted to the Ada Joint Program 
Office point of contact listed below no 
later than November 11, 1987. Each 
presentation should address, asa . 
minimum, the following areas: 

1. Objectives of the binding, in 
relation to ANSI SQL 1, ANSI SQL 2, or 
some ultimate Ada database interface. 
Relative weight given to accessing 
existing databases created outside the 
Ada environment, creating databases 
which will also be accessed outside the 
Ada environment, and having a 
relational database capability for Ada. 

2. Form of the specification of the SQL 
Ada binding (stand-alone vs. mapping to 
ANSI SQL syntax description vs. Ada 
package specification; requirements it 
was intended to address; etc). 

3. Requirements placed on the Ada 
environment, Ada compiler, database 
management system, data dictionary. 
and host operating system. 

‘ 4, Possible implementation 
approaches, complexity, and cost. 

5. Specific implementation and use 
experience, if any. 


4 Ada is a registered trademark of the U.S. 
Government {Ada Joint Program Office). 


6. Efficiency, capacity, and usability 
considerations, with independent 
consideration of 

a. computer resources required during 
development (compile time, separate 
compilation, memory region for 
compilation, etc.). 

b. applications performance (space 
and time). 

c. error detection and reporting beth 
prior to and during run-time. 

7. Known restrictions/limitations/ 
incompatibilities relative to Ada, ANSI 
SQL, or other SQL language bindings. 

8. Is approach believed to be a long- 
term solution, or is it expected that it 
will be superseded by a more robust 
solution in the forseeable future. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Jackie Rota, Ada Information 
Clearinghouse, IIT Research Institute, 
4550-Forbes Boulevard, Suite 300, 
Lanham, Maryland 20706 (202) 694-0209. 
Thomas J. Condon, 

Acting Division Chief. Directives Division, 
Department of Defense. 

[FR Doc. 87-24773 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


Defense Nuclear Agency 


Membership of the Defense Nuclear 
Agency Performance Review Boards 


AGENCY: Defense Nuclear Agency, DOD. 


ACTION: Notice of membership of the 
Defense Nuclear Agency Performance 
Review Boards. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces the 
appointment of the members of the 
Performance Review Boards (PRBs) of 
the Defense Nuclear Agency. The 
publication of PRB membership is 
required by the 5 U.S.C. 4314{c){4). The 
Performance Review Boards provide fair 
and impartial review of Senior 
Executive Service performance 
appraisals and make recommendations 
regarding performance and performance 
awards to the Director, Defense Nuclear 
Agency. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of 
service for the appointees of the DNA 
PRBs is on or about 4 November 1987. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Allen I. Barke, Chief, Civilian Personnel 
Management Division (MPCV), Defense 
Nuclear Agency, Washington, DC 20305- 
1000, (703) 325-7591/2. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
names and titles of the members of the 
DNA PRBs set forth below. Ali are DNA 
officials unless otherwise identified: 


Board I ; 
Dr: Paul H. Carew, Comptroller 
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Mr. Robert L. Brittigan, General Counsel 
Mr. Curtis L. Dierdorff, Director of 
Personnel, Defense Mapping Agency 


Board II 


Mr. John M. Bachkosky, Director for 
Plans, Programs and Requirements 

Dr. Don A. Linger, Director for Test 

Dr. Charles D. Bodson, Assistant 
Manager of Technology and 
Standards, Communications Systems, 
Defense Communications Agency 


Thomas J. Condon, 

Acting Division Chief, Directors Division, 
Department of Defense. 

[FR Doc. 87-24772 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


Department of the Navy 


Chief of Naval Operations; Executive 
Panel Advisory Committee; Closed 
Meeting 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. app.), notice is hereby given that 
the Chief of Naval Operations (CNO) 
Executive Panel Advisory Committee 
Mine Warfare Capabilities Task Force 
will meet October 26-27, 1987 from 9 
a.m. to 5 p.m. each day, at Charleston, 
South Carolina. All sessions will be 
closed to the public. Delayed notice of 
this meeting is caused by the 
unexpected availability of material to 
the Task Force's study. 


The purpose of this meeting is to 
review current and projected U.S. and 
Allied Mine Warfare capabilities and 
potential U.S. vulnerabilities in the 
broad context of maritime operations 
and related intelligence. These matters 
constitute classified information that is 
specifically authorized by Executive 
order to be kept secret in the interest of 
national defense and is in fact, properly 
classified pursuant to such Executive 
order. Accordingly, the Secretary of the 
Navy has determined in writing that the 
pubic interest requires that all sessions 
of the meeting be closed to the public 
because they will be concerned with 
matters listed in section 552b(c)(1) of 
Title 5, United States Code. 


For further information concerning 
this meeting, contact Ann Lynn Cline 
Special Assistant tothe CNO Executive 
Panel Advisory Committee, 4401 Ford 
Avenue, Room 601, Alexandria, Virginia 
22302-0268. Phone (703) 756-1205. 


Date: October 22, 1987. 
William R. Babington, Jr., 
Judge Advocate General's Corps, U.S. Navy 
Federal Register Liaison Officer, Federal 
Register Certifying Officer. 
(FR Doc. 87-24781 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-AE-M 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
[CFDA No. 84.003Q] 


Notice Inviting Applications for New 
Awards Under the Bilingual Education: 
State Educational Agency Program for 
Fiscal Year 1988 


Purpose: Provides financial assistance 
to State educational agencies (SEAs) to 
collect, aggregate, analyze, and report 
data and information on each State's 
population of limited English proficient 
persons, and the educational services 
provided or available to those persons. 
The program further provides assistance 
for activities designed to improve the 
effectiveness of programs for limited 
English proficient persons in their 
States. 

Deadline for Transmittal of 
Applications: December 15, 1987. 

Deadline for Intergovernmental 
Review Comments: February 15, 1988. 

Applications Available: October 30, 
1987. 

Available Funds: It is expected that 
approximately $5,000,000 will be 
available for this program for Fiscal 
Year 1988. 

Project Period: 12 Months. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Bilingual Education: State Educational 
Agency Program (34 CFR Part 548), and 
(b) the Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations, 34 CFR 
Parts 74, 75, 77, 78, and 79 (except for 
§ 75.217(a)(3) and (c) through (e}— 
relating to review of applications). 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Luis A. Catarineau, Office of 
Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW. 
(Room 421, Reporters Building), 
Washington, D.C. 20202. Telephone: 
(202) 245-2922. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3242. 

Dated: October 21, 1987. 

Alicia Coro, 

Director, Office-of Bilingual and Minority 
Languages Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 87-24813 Filed 10-22-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


[CFDA No. 84.055} 


Notice Inviting Applications for New 
Awards Under the Cooperative 
Education Program for Fiscal Year 
1988 


Purposes: Provides (1) administration 
grants to institutions of higher education 
to plan, establish, operate, or expand 
cooperative education projects, 
including an institution-wide project, (2) 
demonstration grants to institutions of 
higher education and public and private 
nonprofit organizations and agencies to 
demonstrate or determine the feasibility 
or value of innovative methods of 
cooperative education, and (3) training 
and resource center grants to 
institutions of higher education and 
public and private nonprofit 
organizations and agencies which 
provide training to individuals who 
participate in, or are planning to 
participate in, cooperative education. 

Deadline for Transmittal of 
Applications: January 8, 1988. 

Applications Available: November 20, 
1987. 

Available Funds: The 
Administration's budget for fiscal year 
1988 does not include funds for this 
program. However, applications are 
being invited to allow sufficient time to 
evaluate applications and complete the 
grant process prior to the end of the 
fiscal year, should the Congress 
appropriate funds for the program. The 
following estimates are based on the 
1987 appropriation: 


Estimated Range of Awards 


Administration—$15,000-$400,000 

Demonstration—$53,000-$160,000 

Training and Resource Centers— 
$57,000-$166,000 


Estimated Average Size of Awards 


Administration—$82,900 
Demonstration—$101,000 
Training and Resource Centers—$80,000 


Estimated Number of Awards 


Administration—102 
Demonstration—4 
Training and Resource Centers—3 


Project Periods 


Administration—12-60 months 
Demonstration—12-36 months 
Training and Resource Centers—12-36 
months 
Applicable regulations: (a) 
Regulations governing the Cooperative 
Education Program as codified in 34 CFR 
Parts 631 (General), 632 (Administration 
Projects), 633: (Demonstration Projects), 
and 635 (Training and Resource Center 
Projects) (Final regulations for this 
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program were published in the Federal 
Register on August 5, 1987 (52 FR 
29140)); and (b) the Education 
Department General Administrative 
Regulations, 34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, and 
78. 

For Application or Information 
Contact: Stanley B. Patterson, U.S. 
Department of Education, 400 Maryland 
Avenue SW., Room 3022, ROB-3, 
Washington, DC 20202. Telephone: (202) 
732-4393. 


Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1133-1133(b). 
Dated: October 20, 1987. 
C. Ronald Kimberling, 
Assistant Secretary for Postsecondary 
Education. 
[FR Doc. 87-24814 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


{CFDA No. 84.101C] 


Notice Inviting Applications for New 
Awards Under the Vocational 
Educational Program for Hawaiian 
Natives for Fiscal Year 1988 


Purpose: To provide assistance to any 
organization, recognized by the 
Governor of Hawaii, and primarily 
serving and representing Hawaiian 
natives, to plan, conduct, and administer 
vocational educational projects or 
portions of projects benefiting Hawaiian 
natives. 

Deadline for Transmittal of 
Applications: June 1, 1988. 

Deadline for Intergovernmental 
Review Comments: August 1, 1988. 

Applications Available: January 15, 
1988. 

Funds Available: $2,082,870. 

Estimated Average Size of Award: 
$2,082,870. 

Estimated Number of Awards: 1. 

Project Period: 36 months. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Vocational Education Indian and 
Hawaiian Natives Program Regulations 
in 34 CFR Part 410; and (b) the 
Education Department General 
Administration Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, 78, and 79. 

Criteria for Evaluating Applications: 
The Secretary assigns the fifteen points, 
reserved in 34 CFR 410.30(b), to the 
Selection Criterion (b)—Plan of 
Operation—in 34 DFR 410.31(b) for a 
total of 35 points for the criterion. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Kate Holmberg, Office of 
Vocational and Adult Education, U.S. 
Department of Education, 400 Maryland 
Avenue SW., Room 519, Reporters 
Building, Washington, DC 20202-5516. 
Telephone: (202) 732-3263. 


Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 2313. 


Dated: October 14, 1987. 
Bonnie Guiton, 
Assistant Secretary for Vocational and Adult 
Education. 
[FR Doc. 87-24815 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


National Advisory Council on Women’s 
Educational Programs; Meeting 


AGENCY: National Advisory Council 6n 
Women’s Educational Programs, 
Education. 


ACTION: Notice of meeting. 


sumMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of the 
National Advisory Council on Women's 
Educational Programs and its Executive; 
Federal Policies, Practices and 
Programs; WEEA Program and Civil 
Rights Committees. The agenda will 
include briefings on the Council's 
research project, the President's policy 
on drug abuse, a White House briefing 
on economic issues, budget review, 
election of officers, committee reports, 
the Council calendar for coming year 
and legislative up date from members of 
Congress. This notice also describes the 
function. of the Council. Notice of this 
meeting is required under section 
10{a)(2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act. This document is 
intended to notify the general public of 
their opportunity to attend. 


DATES: 
November 18, 1987 


8:30 a.m. to 9:45 a.m.—Executive 
Committee Meeting 

10:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon—General 
Session—Full Council 

1:30 p.m. to close of business— 
Committee Meetings 


November 19, 1987 


9:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon—General Session 
2:30 p.m. to close of business— 
Committee meetings 


November 20, 1987 


8:30 a.m. to 9:45 a.m.—Executive 
Committee Meeting 
10:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.—Full Council _ 
Meeting 
ApDpRESs: All meetings will be held at 
the J.W. Marriott Hotel, 1331 
Pennsylvania Ave., Washington, DC,’ 
The Longworth Room. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia A. Weber, Executive Director, 
330 C Street SW., Suite 4076, 
Washington, DC 20202, (202) 732-3890. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Advisory Council on Women’s 
Educational Programs is established 
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pursuant to Pub. L. 95-561. The Council 
is mandated to (a) advise the Secretary 
on matters relating to equal education 
opportunities for women and policy 
matters relating to the administration of 
the Women’s Educational Equity Act of 
1978; (b) make recommendations to the 
Secretary with respect to the allocation 
of any funds pursuant to the Act, 
including criteria developed to insure an 
appropriate geographical distribution of 
approved programs and projects 
throughout the Nation; (c) make 
recommendations to the Secretary with 
respect to the establishment of program 
priorities, (d) make such reports as the 
Council determines appropriate to the 
President and Congress on the activities 
of the Council; and (e) disseminate 
information concerning the activities of 
the Council. 

The Executive Committee will meet 
on Wednesday, November 18 at 8:30 
a.m. until they recess at 9:45 a.m. The 
agenda will include the discussion of the 
Council's statement of principles. The 
Executive Committee will reconvene on 
Friday, November 20 at 8:30 a.m. and 
adjourn at 9:45 a.m. The agenda will 
include budget review and Council 
calendar. 

The meetings of the Federal Policies, 
Practices and Programs; Civil Rights; 
and WEEA Program Committees will 
take place on Wednesday, November 18 
at 1:30 p.m. until they recess at 2:15 p.m. 
The agenda will include the election of 
officers. The Committees will reconvene 
on Thursday, November 19 at 2:30 p.m. 
until close of business. The agenda will 
include general discussion and 
committee goals and objectives. 

The full Council will meet in general 
session on Wednesday, November 18 at 
10:00 a.m. until noon for an address by 
the Assistant Secretary of Elementary 
and Secondary Education and election 
of officers. At 3:00 p.m. on November 18, 
1987, the Council will attend a briefing 
by Dr. Ian Macdonald on the President's 
policy on drug abuse. On Thursday, 
November 19 1987, the full Council will 
meet from 9:00 a.m. to 2:30 p.m. in 
general session that will include a White 
House briefing on economic issues and 
luncheon addresses by members of 
Congress. On Friday, November 20, 
1987, the full Council will convene from 
10:00 a.m. until 1:00 p.m. The agenda will 
include discussion of '87 annual report, 
committee reports, budget review, 
WEEA Program site visits and Council 
calendar. 

The meeting of the Council is open to 
the public. Records will be kept of the 
proceedings and will be available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
National Advisory Council on Women's 
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Educational Programs, 330 C Street SW., 

Suite 4076, Washington, DC 20202. 
Signed at Washington, DC, on October 22, 

1987. 

Patricia A. Weber, 

Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 87-24774 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Economic Regulatory Administration 
[ERA Docket No. 87-50-NG] 

Salmon Resources Ltd.; Application To 
import Natural Gas From Canada 


AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Notice of application for 
blanket authorization to import natural 
gas. 


summary: The Economic Regulatory 


Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) gives notice of receipt 
on September 24, 1987, of an application 
filed by Salmon Resources Ltd. (Salmon) 
to extend for two years its existing two- 
year blanket authorization to import up 
to 100 Bcf of Canadian natural gas 
granted by the ERA in DOE/ERA and 
Order No. 94 (Order No. 94) issued 
December 16, 1985 (1 ERA {70,612). The 
authorization will expire on February 14, 
1988. Salmon requests approval to 
continue importing gas for short-term or 
spot market sales for an additional two 
years to February 14, 1990. The 
maximum volume over the two years 
would be 100 Bcf of Canadian gas. 

The application is filed with the ERA 
pursuant to Section 3 of the Natural Gas 
Act and DOE Delegation Order No. 
0204-111. Protests, motions to intervene, 
notices of intervention and written 
comments are invited. 


DATE: Protests, motions to intervene, or 
notices of intervention, as applicable, 
and written comments are to be filed no 
later than November 27, 1987. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Chuck Boehl, Natural Gas Division, 
Economic Regulatory Administration, 
Forrestal Building, Room GA-076, 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20585 (202) 586-6050 
Diane Stubbs, Natural Gas and Mineral 
Leasing, Office of General Counsel, 
U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal 
Building, Room 6E-042, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20585 (202) 586-6667. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Salmon 
incorporates by reference all facts, 


statements, allegations, information, 
certifications and reasons asserted or 
contained in Salmon’s original 
application dated September 18, 1985, 
and as described in ERA Docket No. 85- 
18-NG, dated October 2, 1985, except 
that Salmon is now a wholly owned 
subsidiary of Shell Canada Limited 
which succeeded Shell Canada 
Resources Limited as Salmon’s parent. 
The incorporated information thus 
would include assertions that each sale 
will be market responsive and that 
imports would be accomplished using 
existing pipeline capacity and no new 
construction would be involved. Salmon 
also would continue to file reports with 
the ERA within 30 days after the end of 
each calendar quarter giving the details 
of the individual transactions. Salmon’s 
prior quarterly reports filed with the 
ERA indicate that approximately 9 
MMef of natural gas was imported 
under Order No. 94 through June 30, 
1987. 

The decision on this application will 
be made consistent with the DOE’s gas 
import policy guidelines, under which 
the competitiveness of an import 
arrangement in the markets served is the 
primary consideration in determining 
whether it is in the public interest (49 FR 
6684, February 22, 1984). Parties that 
may oppose this application should 
comment in their responses on the issue 
of competitiveness as set forth in the 
policy guidelines. The applicant asserts 
that this import arrangement is 
competitive. Parties opposing the 
arrangement bear the burden of 
overcoming this assertion. 


Public Comment Procedures 


In response to this notice, any person 
may file a protest, motion to intervene 
or notice of intervention, as applicable, 
and written comments. Any person 
wishing to become a party to the 
proceeding and to have the written 
comments considered as the basis for 
any decision on the application must, 
however, file a motion to intervene or 
notice of intervention, as applicable. 
The filing of a protest with respect to 
this application will not serve to make 
the protestant a party to the proceeding, 
although protests and comments 
received fon persons who are not 
parties will be considered in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken on the application. All protests, 
motions to intervene, notices of 
intervention, and written comments 
must meet the requirements that are 
specified by the regulations in 10 CFR 
Part 590. They should be filed with the 
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Natural Gas Division, Office of Fuels 
Programs, Economic Regulatory 
Administration, Room GA-076, RG-23, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20585, 
(202) 586-9478. They must be filed no 
later than 4:30 p.m. e.d.t., November 27, 
1987. 

The Administrator intends to develop 
a decisional record on the application 
through responses to this notice by 
parties, including the parties’ written 
comments and replies thereto. 
Additional procedures will be used as 
necessary to achieve a complete 
understanding of the facts and issues. A 
party seeking intervention may request 
that additional procedures be provided, 
such as additional written comments, an 
oral presentation, a conference, or trial- 
type hearing. Any request to file 
additional written comments should 
explain why they are necessary. Any 
request for an oral presentation should 
identify the substantial question of fact, 
law, or policy at issue, show that it is 
material and relevant to a decision in 
the proceeding, and demonstrate why an 
oral presentation is needed. Any request 
for a conference should demonstrate 
why the conference would materially 
advance the proceeding. Any request for 
a trial-type hearing must show that there 
are factual issues genuinely in dispute 
that are relevant and material to a 
decision and that a trial-type hearing is 
necessary for a full and true disclosure 
of the facts. 

If an additional procedure is 
scheduled, the ERA will provide notice 
to all parties. If no party requests 
additional procedures, a final opinion 
and order may be issued based on the 
official record, including the application 
and responses filed by parties pursuant 
to this notice, in accordance with 10 
CFR 590.316. 

A copy of Salmon’s application is 
available for inspection and copying in 
the Natural Gas Division Docket Room, 
GA-076-A at the above address. The 
docket room is open between the hours 
of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Issued in Washington, DC, October 20, 
1987. 

Constance L. Buckley, 

Director, Natural Gas Division, Office of 
Fuels Programs, Economic Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 87-24828 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 
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Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


[Docket Nos. ER80-569-004, et al.] 


Yankee Atomic Electric Company, et 
al.; Electric Rate and Corporate 
Regulation Filings 


October 20, 1987. 
Take notice that the following filings 
have been made with the Commission: 


1. Yankee Atomic Electric Co. 


[Docket No. ER80-569-004] 


Take notice that on October 14, 1987, 
Yankee Atomic Electric Company 
(Yankee) tendered for filing a Refund 
Report that effectuates the terms of an 
Offer of Settlement approved by the 
Commission on May 28, 1981. 

Yankee states that the appropriate 
refunds have been reflected as credits to 
the August 1987 and September 1987 
Power Bills to its customers. 

Comment date: November 5, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


2. Allegheny Power Service Corp. on 
Behalf of Monongahela Power Co., 
Potomac Edison Co., and West Penn 
Power Co. (APS Companies) 


[Docket No. ER87-586-000] 

Take notice that on September 17, 
1987, Allegheny Power Service 
Corporation, on behalf of Monongahela 
Power Company, Potomace Edison 
Company, and West Penn Power 
Company, tendered for filing 
information in response to requests by 
the Staff concerning the initial filing in 
this docket on August 18, 1987. 

Copies of the filing have been served 
upon Old Dominion Electric 
Cooperative, the Maryland Public 
Service Commission, the Ohio Public 
Utilities Commission, the Pennsylvania 
Public Utility Commission, the Virginia 
State Corporation Commission, the 
West Virginia Public Service 
Commission, and Virginia Electric and 
Power Company. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


3. Florida Power Corp. 


[Docket No. ER88-39-000] 

Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Florida Power Corporation (Company) 
tendered for filing a prefiling Settlement 
Agreement made and entered into 
between the Company and its wholesale 
customers, the Seminole Electric 
Cooperative, Inc., the municipal electric 
utilities of the Cities of Alachus, Barow, 
Chattahoochee, Fort Meade, Gainesville, 
Havana, Homestead, Kissimmee, 


Lakeland, Mount Dora, Newberry, New 
Smyrna Beach, Quincy, Starke, St. 
Cloud, Tallahassee, Vero Beach, 
Wauchula and Williston, Florida, 
Florida Municipal Power Agency, Fort 
Pierce Utilities Authority, Jacksonville 
Electric Authority, Lake Worth Utilities 
Authority, Orlando Utilities 
Commission, Sebring Utilities 
Commission, Florida Power & Light 
Company Reedy Creek Utilities 
Company, Inc. and Tampa Electric 
Company (Customers). 

Comment date: November 5, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


4. Indiana Michigan Power Company 


[Docket No. ER88-34-000] 

Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Indiana Michigan Power Company 
(I&M), formerly Indiana & Michigan 
Electric Company tendered for filing - 
proposed revised tariff sheets to replace 
its FERC Electric Tariffs REC-1 for 
service to Rural Electric Cooperative 
(REC) class of customers. The proposed 
changes would increase I&M's annual 
revenues from the REC class of 
customers by approximately $2,469,035 
based upon the 12-month period ending 
December 31, 1988. I&M proposes an 
effective date of December 14, 1987, 60 
days after the filing date. 

The principal reason given by I&M for 
seeking rate relief is to complete the 
phase-in of I&M's Rockport plant Unit 
No. 1, with certain modifications needed 
to conform the phase-in plan with 
Statement of Financial Accounting 
Standards No. 92 of the Financial 
Accounting Standards Board. In 
addition, I&M states that its filing 
reflects the effects of the provisions cf 
the Tax Reform Act of 1986. I&M 
indicates that the proposed rate increase 
avoids any potential price squeeze 
implications concerning the rates for 
this service. 

I&M states that a copy of its filing was 
served upon the affected REC 
customers, the Indiana Utility 
Regulatory Commission and the 
Michigan Public Service Commission. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


5. Indiana Michigan Power Co. 


[Docket No. ER88-30-000] 

Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Indiana Michigan Power Company 
(I&M), formerly Indiana & Michigan ~ 
Electric Company tendered for filing 
proposed amendments to its FERC 
Electric Tariff No. 25 for Service to 
Michigan Power Company, Original 
Volume No. 1. The proposed changes 
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would decrease I&M's annual revenues 
from Michigan Power Company by 
approximately $818,582 based upon the 
12-month period ending December 31, 
1988. I&M proposed an effective date of 
December 14, 1987, 60 days after the 
filing date. 

The principal reason given by I&M for 
seeking this rate change is to complete 
the phase-in of 1&M’s Rockport Plant 
Unit No. 1, with certain modifications 
needed to conform the phase-in plan 
with Statement of Financial Accounting 
Standards No. 92 of the Financial 
Accounting Standards Board. In 
addition, I&M states that its filing 
reflects the effects of the provisions of 
the Tax Reform Act of 1986. IkM 
indicates that the proposed rate 
decrease avoids any potential price 
squeeze implications concerning the 
rates for this service. 

I&M states that a copy of its filing was 
served upon Michigan Power Company 
and the Michigan Public Service 
Commission. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 


_at the end of this notice. 


6. Indiana Michigan Power Co. 


[Docket No. ER88-31-000] 


Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Indiana Michigan Power Company 
(I&M), formerly Indiana & Michigan 
Electric Company tendered for filing 
proposed amendments to I&M’s Rate 
Schedule No. 70 with the City of 
Richmond, Indiana for its municipal light 
department known as Richmond Power 
and Light (Richmond) for service to 
Indiana Municipal Power Agency 
(IMPA) as agent for Richmond. The 
proposed changes would increase 1&M’s 
annual revenues from Richmond by 
approximately $60,815 based upon the 
12-month period ending December 31, 
1988. I&M proposes an effective date of 
December 14, 1987, 60 days after the 
filing date. 

The principal reason given by I&M for 
seeking rate relief is to complete the 
phase-in of I&M's Rockport Plant Unit 
No. 1, with certain modifications needed 
to conform the phase-in plan with 
Statement of Financial Accounting 
Standards No. 92 of the Financial 
Accounting Standards Board. In 
addition, I&M states that its filing 
reflects the effects of the provisions of 
the Tax Reform Act of 1986. IkM 
indicates that the proposed rate increase 
avoids any potential price squeeze 
implications concerning the rates for 
this service. 

I&M states that a copy of its filing was 
served upon Richmond, IMPA and the 
Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission. 
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Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


7. Indiana Michigan Power Co. 


[Docket No. ER88-33-000] 


Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Indiana Michigan Power Company 
(I&M), formerly Indiana & Michigan 
Electric Company tendered for filing 
proposed revised tariff sheets to replace 
its FERC Electric Tariffs MRS and WS 
For Municipal Resale Electric Service, 
Original Volume No. 1. The proposed 
changes would increase I&M’s annual 
revenues from its affected municipal 
customers by approximately $168,679 
based upon the 12-month period ending 
December 31, 1988. I&M proposes an 
effective date of December 14, 1987, 60 
days after the filing date. 

The principal reason given by I&M for 
seeking rate relief is to complete the 
phase-in of 1&M’s Rockport Plant Unit 
No. 1, with certain modifications needed 
to conform the phase-in plan with 
Statement of Financial Accounting 
Standards No. 92 of the Financial 
Accounting Standards Board. In 
addition, I&M states that its filing 
reflects the effects of the provisions of 
the Tax Reform Act of 1986. IxM 
indicates that the proposed rate increase 
avoids any potential price squeeze 
implications concerning the rates for 
this service. 

I&M states that a copy of its filing was 
served upon the affected municipal 
customers, the Indiana Utility 
Regulatory Commission and the 
Michigan Public Service Commission. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


8. Indiana Michigan Power Co. 


[Docket No. ER88-32-000] 


Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Indiana Michigan Power Company 
(I&M), formerly Indiana & Michigan 
Electric Company tendered for filing 
amendments to I&M’s FERC Rate 
Schedule No. 74 for service to the 
Indiana Municipal Power Agency 
(IMPA). The proposed changes would 
increase I&M’s annual revenues from 
IMPA by approximately $1,196,542 
based upon the 12-month period ending 
December 31, 1988. I&M proposes an 
effective date of December 14, 1987, 60 
days after the filing date. 

The principal reason given by I&M for 
seeking rate relief is to complete the 
phase-in of 1&M’s Rockport Plant Unit 
No. 1, with certain modifications needed 
to conform the phase-in plan with 
Statement of Financial Accounting 
Standard No. 92 of the Financial 


Accounting Standards Board. In 
addition, I1&M states that its filing 
reflects the effects of the provisions of 
the Tax Reform Act of 1986. 1&M 
indicates that the proposed rate increase 
avoids any potential price squeeze 
implications concerning the rates for 
this service. 

I&M states that a copy of its filing was 
served upon the IMPA and the Indiana 
Utility Regulatory Commission. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


9. Indianapolis Power & Light Co. 
[Docket No. ER88-44-000] 


Take notice that on October 16, 1987, 
Indianapolis Power & Light (IPL) 
Company tendered for filing an 
Interconnection Agreement with 
Wabash Valley Power Association, Inc. 
(Wabash Valley) dated October 7, 1987 
to become effective January 1, 1988. 

Said Agreement provides for the 
voluntary purchases and sales of 
wholesale power and energy between 
the parties under Emergency Service, 
Energy Transfer, Interchange Power, 
Short Term Power, Limited Term Power 
(Firm) and Diversity Power Schedules at 
rates comparable to those set forth in 
like service schedules IPL has in effect 
with other electric utilities. The 
agreement also provides for a specific 
Short Term Power purchase by Wabash 
Valley from IPL. 

IPL represents that copies of the filing 
were mailed to Wabash Valley and to 
the Indiana Utility Regulatory 
Commission. 

Comment date: November 5, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


10. Kentucky Power Co. 
(Docket No. ER88-35-000] 


Take notice that on October 13, 1987, 
Kentucky Power Company (Kentucky 
Power) tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its electric resale rate 
schedules presently on file with the 
Commission which are applicable to the 
City of Olive Hill, Kentucky, to reflect 
the decrease in the federal corporate 
income tax rate pursuant to the Tax 
Reform Act of 1986. The proposed 
change in resale rates will decrease 
annual revenues from the City of Olive 
Hill by an estimated $24,181. This rate 
decrease filing is being made pursuant 
to the abbreviated filing requirements 
set forth in Section 35.27 of the 
Commission's Rules and Regulations. 

Kentucky Power requests that this 
rate change be made effective as of July 
1, 1987. 
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Copies of the filing were served upon 
the City of Olive Hill and the Kentucky 
Public Service Commission. 

Comment date: November 5, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


11. Maine Public Service Co. 


[Docket No. ER88-29-000] 


Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Maine Public Service Company tendered 
for filing proposed changes in its FERC 
Wholesale Electric Tariff to become 
effective without suspension, November 
1, 1987, on less than statutory notice. 
The proposed changes would increase 
revenues from jurisdictional sales and 
service by $392,343 based on the twelve 
month period ending December 31, 1986. 

Maine Public Service Company filed , 
these changes in its FERC electric Tariff 
in order to cover a portion of its 
unrecovered investment in Seabrook 
Unit No. 1 and certain cancellation costs 
associated with Seabrook Unit No. 2. 
The three Wholesale Customers have 
given their consent to the proposed tariff 
changes prior to the submission of this 
filing. 

Copies of this filing were served upon 
the public utility’s three jurisdictional 
customers, the Maine Public Utilities 
Commission and the Maine Public 
Advocate. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


12. Public Service Co. of Indiana 


[Docket No. ER87-587-000} 


Take notice that on October 7, 1987, 
Public Service Company of Indiana (PSI) 
tendered for filing an amendment to its 
August 14, 1987 filing of an Eighth 
Supplemental Agreement to the 
Interconnection Agreement between PSI 
and the Indianapolis Power & Light 
Company pursuant to Commission staff 
request of additional justification and 
clarification of the $1000/month 
minimum charge included in the subject 
filing. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this document. 

13. Public Service Co. of Oklahoma 
[Docket No. ER87-227-002] 

Take notice that on October 6, 1987, 
Public Service Company of Oklahoma 
(PSO) tendered for filing pursuant to the 
Commission's order issued September 8, 
1987 the following: 

1. FERC Electric Tariff RE-5, PSO's 
general wholesale for resale tariffs; 

2. FERC Electric Tariff RE-6, 
applicable to supplemental energy sales 
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made by PSO to preference customers of 
the Southwestern Power Administration; 
and 

3. Revisions to Article VIi of the 
contract, dated November 10, 1977, 
between SWPA and PSO. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


14. Wisconsin Electric Power Co. 
[Docket No. EC88-3-000] 


Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Wisconsin Electric Power Company 
tendered for filing an amendment to its 
Application with the following exhibits: 

Exhibit F (UPPC)—Statement of 
measure of control or ownership. 

Exhibit M (UPPC)—A general map; 
incorporated by reference to application 
filed in Docket No. EC87-26-000. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


15. Wisconsin Electric Power Co. 


[Docket No. EC87-26-000] 


Take notice that on October 15, 1987, 
Wisconsin Electric Power Company 
tendered for filing an amendment to its 
Application with the following exhibits: 

Exhibit D (WISC)—Copies of the 
supplemental indentures securing the 
obligations of Wisconsin Electric. 

Exhibit D (UPGC)—Copy of Seventh 
Supplemental Indenture, dated as of July 
1, 1987. 

Exhibit M (UPGC)—A general map. 

Comment date: November 3, 1987, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 


Standard Paragraph 


E. Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a motion 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 
and 385.214). All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before the 
comment date. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-24826 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. QF&6-894-001 | 


Small Power Production and 
Cogeneration Facilities, Qualifying 
Status, Certificate Applications; 
Borough of Seven Springs; Correction 


October 20, 1987. 

A notic of the application for 
recertification of a facility as a 
qualifying small power production 
facility filed by Borough of Seven 
Springs on August 21, 1987, was 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 11, 1987, (Volume 52, page 
34410). This notice incorrectly listed the 
docket number of the application as 
QF86-891-001. The correct docket 
number of the application is QF86-894— 
001. All other aspects of the notice 
remain unchanged. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[BR Doc. 87-24824 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[FR-3283-2] 


Science Advisory Board; 
Environmental effects, Transport and 
Fate Committee; Open Meeting 


Under the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given that a one-day meeting of 
the Environmental Effects, Transoort . 
and Fate Committee of the Science 
Advisory Board will be held on 
November 9, 1987. The meeting will 
begin at 9:00 a.m. on November 9, in the 
conference facilities of the Holiday Inn 
at Bay Beach, 51 Gulf Breeze Parkway, 
Gulf Breeze, Florida 32561, (904) 932- 
2214. The meeting will adjourn no later 
than 5:00 p.m. 

Several objectives will be 
accomplished at this meeting. First, the 
Environmental Effects, Transport and 
Fate Committee (EET&FC) will be 
brought up to date on the activities of 
various Subcommittees it oversees 
including the Municipal Waste 
Combustion Subcommittee, and the 
Surface Water Monitoring 
Subcommitfee. Formation of new 
Subcommittees on Water Quality 
Advisories and Sediment Criteria will 
be discussed. The Committee will also 
be informed of activities ongoing under 
the Research Strategies Committee, 
especially the Ecological Effects 
Subgroup, since these activities are 
related to the mission of the EET&FC. 

Next, three briefings will be provided 
from Agency program staff. Chris Zarba 
of the Office of Water will give a 
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briefing on Sediment Criteria. John 
Glasser of the Hazardous Waste 
Environmental Research Laboratory in 
Cincinnati, Ohio; will discuss the 
Agency's Biosystems Initiative. This 
research initiative involves the use of 
biotechnology, primarily non-engineered 
microbes, to control pollution. The third 
briefing will update the Committee on 
issues concerning municipal waste 
combustion ash disposal, an issue 
related to others currently being 
examined by an EET&FC Subcommitiee. 

The final objective for the meeting is 
to propose and/or select potential topics 
for a committee workshop to be held in 
the coming months. Committee members 
will suggest topics related to 
environmental sciences that the Science 
Advisory Board could clarify and 
examine for the benefit of both EPA and 
the scientific community. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Any member of the public who 
wishes to attend, present information, or 
receive further details should contact 
Ms. Janis C. Kurtz, Executive Secretary 
or Mrs. Lutithia Barbee, Staff Secretary 
(A-101 F) Science Advisory Board, U.S. 
EPA, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, 
DC. Telephone: (202) 382-2552 or FTS-8- 
382-2552. Written comments will be 
accepted and can be sent to Ms. Kurtz at 
the address above. Persons interested in 
making statements before the 
Subcommittee must contact Ms. Kurtz 
no later than November 3, 1987, to be 
assured of space on the agenda. 


Date: October 22, 1987. 
Terry F. Yosie, 
Director, Science Advisory Board. 
[FR Doc. 87-24937 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 


SES Performance Review Board; 
Members 


AGENCY: Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice. 


summary: Notice is hereby given of the 
names of the members of the SES 
Performance Review Board for EEOC. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jo-Ann Henry, Director, Personnel 
Management Services, Equal 
Employment Opportunity Commission, 
2401 E Street NW., Washington, DC 
20507, (202) 634-7002. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 


to the requirement of Section 4314(c)(1), 
Chapter 43 Title 5, U.S.C., membership 
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of the SES Performance Review Board is 
as follows: William Ng, Deputy General 
Counsel, Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission (Chairperson); 
Allan D. Heuerman, Assistant Director 
for Employee, Labor and Agency 
Relations, Office of Personnel 
Management; Harriett G. Jenkins, 
Assistant Administrator for Equal 
Opportunity Programs, National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration; 
Joseph Vasquez, Deputy Executive 
Director and Chief Operating Officer, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation 
(Alternate). Signed at Washington, DC 
on this 15th day of October 1987. 

For the Commission. 
Clarence Thomas, 
Chairman. 
[FR Doc. 87-24818 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6570-06-M 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 
[No. AC-669; FHLBB No. 3840) 


National Savings and Loan 
Association; Finai Action Approval of 
Conversion Application 


Dated: October 21, 1987. 


Notice is hereby given that on 
October 13, 1987, the Office of the 
General Counsel of the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board, acting pursuant to the 
authority delegated to the General 
Counsel or his designee, approved the 
application of National Savings and 
Loan Association, Wauwatosa, 
Wisconsin, for permission to convert to 
the stock form of organization. Copies of 
the application are available for 
inspection at the Office of the 
Secretariat at the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, 1700 G Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20552, and at the Office 
of the Supervisory Agent at the Federal 
Home Loan Bank of Chicago, 111 East 
Wacker Drive, Suite 800, Chicago, 
Illinois 60601. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank Board. 
John F. Ghizzoni, 

Assistant Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-24837 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


Sierra Savings and Loan Association; 
Appointment of Receiver 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
406(c)(1)(B)(i)(I) of the National Housing 
Act, as amended, 12 U.S.C. 
1729(c)(1)(B)(i)(1) (1982), the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board duly appointed 
the Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corporation as sole receiver for Sierra 


Savings and Loan Association, Minden, 
Nevada on October 22, 1987. 


Dated: October 22, 1987. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank Board. 
John M. Buckley, Jr., 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-24838 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


Change in Bank Control; Acquisitions 
of Shares of Banks or Bank Holding 
Companies; R. Huston Babcock 


The notificants listed below have 
applied under the Change in Bank 
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)}) and 
§ 225.41 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.41) to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the notices are 
set forth in paragraph 7 of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)). 

The notices are available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
notices have been accepted for 
processing, they will also be available 
for inspection at the offices of the Board 
of Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank indicated for that notice 
or to the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Comments must be received 
not later than November 10, 1987. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
(Robert E. Heck, Vice President) 104 
Marietta Street, NW., Atlanta, Georgia 
30303: 

1. R. Huston Babcock, St. Petersburg, 
Florida; to acquire an additional 10.53 
percent of the voting shares of US 
Bancorp, Inc., St. Petersburg, Florida, 
and thereby indirectly acquire US Bank, 
St. Petersburg, Florida. 

2. Jules B. Schwing, New Iberia, 
Louisiana; to acquire an additional 4 
percent of the voting shares of New 
Iberia National Bancorp, Inc., and 
thereby indirectly acquire New Iberia 
National Bank, New Iberia, Louisiana. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, October 21, 1987. 

James McAfee, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 87-24785 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


Marshall & lisley Corporation; 
Acquisition of Company Engaged in 
Permissible Nonbanking Activities 


The organization listed in this notice 
has applied under § 225.23 (a)(2) or (f) of 
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the Board's Regulation Y (12 CFR 225.23 
(a)(2) or (f)) for the Board's approval 
under section 4(c)(8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation 
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to acquire or 
control voting securities or assets of a 
company engaged in a nonbanking 
activity that is listed in § 225.25 of 
Regulation Y as closely related to 
banking and permissible for bank 
holding companies. Unless otherwise 
noted, such activities will be conducted 
throughout the United States. 

The application is available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing on the 
question whether consummation of the 
proposal can “reasonably be expected 
to produce benefits to the public, such 
as greater convenience, increased 
competition, or gains in efficiency, that 
outweigh possible adverse effects, such 
as undue concentration of resources, 
decreased or unfair competition, 
conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question must be 
accompanied by a statement of the 
reasons a written presentation would 
not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the 
evidence that would be presented at a 
hearing, and indicating how the party 
commenting would be aggrieved by 
approval of the proposal. 

Comments regarding the application 
must be received at the Reserve Bank 
indicated or the offices of the Board of 
Governors not later than November 10, 
1987. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago 
(David S. Epstein, Vice President) 230 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois 
60690: 

1. Marshall & Ilsley Corporation, 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin; to acquire First 
American Investment, Inc., Wausau, 
Wisconsin, and thereby engage in 
securities brokerage activities pursuant 
to § 225.25(b)(15) of the Board’s 
Regulation Y. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, October 21, 1987. 

James McAfee, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 87-24786 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 
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Suffield Financial Corp., et al.; 
Formations of; Acquisitions by; and 
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies 


The companies listed in this notice 
have applied for the Board's approval 
under section 3 of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842) and 
§ 225.14 of the Board's Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding 
company or to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in section 3{c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842{c)). 

Each application is available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it wil! also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank or to the offices of the 
Board of Governors. Any comment on 
an application that requests a hearing 
must include a statement of why a 
written presentation would not suffice in 
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically 
any questions of fact that are in dispute 
and summarizing the evidence that 
would be presented at a hearing. 

Unless otherwise noted, comments 
regarding each of these applications 
must be received not later than 
November 18, 1987. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Boston 
(Robert M. Brady, Vice President) 600 
Atlantic Avenue, Boston, Massachusetts 
02106: 

1. Suffield Financial Corporation, 
Suffield, Connecticut; to retain 6.8 
percent of the voting shares of Lexington 
Savings Bank, Lexington, 
Massachusetts, which engages in 
Massachusetts Savings Bank Life 
Insurance activities. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of New York 
(William L. Rutledge, Vice President) 33 
Liberty Street, New York, New York 
10045: 

1. Midlantic Corporation, Edison, New 
Jersey; to acquire 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Midlantic National 
Bank/Delaware, Wilmington, Delaware, 
a de novo bank. 

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland 
(John J. Wixted, Jr., Vice President) 1455 
East Sixth Street, Cleveland, Ohio 44101: 

1. First Grayson Bancorp, Inc., 
Grayson, Kentucky; to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 100 
percent of the voting shares of First 
National Bank of Grayson, Grayson, 
Kentucky. 

D. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago 
(David S. Epstein, Vice President) 230 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Hlinois 
60690: 


1. County Bank Corp., Lapeer, 
Michigan; to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Lapeer County Bank & 
Trust Co., Lapeer, Michigan. 

2. First Cicero Banc Corporation, Oak 
Brook, Illinois; to merge with First 
Harvey Banc Corporation, Oak Brook, 
Illinois, and thereby indirectly acquire 
First National Bank in Harvey, Harvey, 
Illinois, and La Grange Park Banc 
Corporation, La Grange Park, Illinois, 
and thereby indirectly acquire Bank of 
La Grange Park, La Grange Park, Illinois. 


Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System,Cctober 21, 1987. 
James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 87-24787 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Office of the Secretary 


Office of the inspector General; 
Delegation of Authority 


By the authority vested in me by the 
Social Security Act, as amended, I 
hereby delegate to the Inspector General 
the authorities to make determinations, 
to impose sanctions, and to propose civil 
monetary penalties and assessments 
under sections 1842(k); and 1867(d) 
(1){B) and (2). This authority may be 
redelegated. This authority may be 
redelegated. This delegation is effective 
immediately. 


Dated: October 16, 1987. 
Otis R. Bowen, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 87-24676 Filed 10-26-67; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-17-m 


Food and Drug Administration 
[Docket No. 87D-0286] 


Guidelines for Formatting Certain 
Petitions for Submission to FDA; 
Availability 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing the 
availability of guidelines for formatting 
food additive, color additive, and 
generally recognized as safe (GRAS) 
affirmation petitions prepared for 
submission to FDA. These guidelines are 
entitled, “Guidelines for the Preparation 
of Petition Submissions.” They are not 
requirements of FDA but rather 
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represent a suggested format that can be 
followed by a petitioner if so desired. 
These guidelines do not change, in any 
way, those legal requirements for 
submitting food additive, color additive, 
and GRAS affirmation petitions outlined 
in 21 CFR Parts 71, 170, and 171. 


ADDRESS: Requests for a copy of the 
“Guidelines for the Preparation of 
Petition Submissions” may be sent to 
the Center for Food Safety and Applied 
Nutrition (address below). (Send two 
self-addressed adhesive labels to assist 
the Branch in processing your requests.) 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard H. White, Center for Food 
Safety and Applied Nutrition (HFF-330), 
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C 
Street SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202- 
472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Center for Food Safety and Applied 
Nutrition (CFSAN) requires the 
submission of three identical copies of 
food additive and color additive 
petitions, and four identical copies of 
GRAS affirmation petitions. In response 
to these requirements, CFSAN has 
received many requests from industry 
for guidance in the preparation of these 
petitions. Consequently, a contractor 
working with CFSAN's petitions data 
base, developed guidelines for 
organizing and arranging the data and 
copies of the subject petitions. Although 
use of these guidelines is not required, 
CFSAN believes that their use can 
contribute to the efficient evaluation of 
data within food additive, color 
additive, and GRAS affirmation 
petitions, master files, and related 
documents. 

Legal requirements for submission of 
food additive, color additive, and GRAS 
affirmation petitions are identified in 21 
CFR Parts 71, 170, and 171 and are not 
affected by these guidelines. 


Dated: October 19, 1987. 
Fred R. Shank, 
Acting Director, Center for Food Safety and 
Applied Nutrition. 
[FR Doc. 87-24810 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


National Institutes of Health 
National Cancer Institute; Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
National Cancer Advisory Board, 
National Cancer Institute, November 16- 
17, Building 31C, Conference Room 6, 6th 
Floor, National Institutes of Health, 9000 
Rockville Pike, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892. 





Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 207 / Tuesday, October 27, 1987 / Notices 


The entire meeting will be open to the 
public on November 16 from 8:30 a.m. to 
recess, and again on November 17 from 
8:30 a.m. to adjournment, for the reports 
on activities of the President’s Cancer 
Panel, the Director’s Report on the 
National Cancer Institute, and for the 
program review of the NCI Divisions. 
Attendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. 

Mrs. Winifred Lumsden, Committee 
Management Officer, National Cancer 
Institute, Building 31, Room 10A06, 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20892 (301/496-5708) will 
provide summaries of the meeting and 
rosters of committee members. upon 
request. 

Mrs. Barbara S. Bynum, Director, 
Division of Extramural Activities, 
Building 31, Room 10A03, National 
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892 (303/496-5147) will provide 
substantive program information, upon 
request. 


Dated: October 15, 1987 
Betty J. Beveridge, 
Committee Management Officer, NIH. 
[FR Doc. 87-24684 Filed 10-28-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-m 


National Cancer institute; Clinical 
Cancer Program Project Review 
Committee; Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 


Clinical Cancer Program Project Review 


Committee, National Cancer Institute, 
National Institutes of Health, December 
4, 1987, Howard Johnson—Crystal City. 
2650 S. Jefferson Davis Highway. 
Arlington, Virginia 22202. 

This meeting will be open to the 
public on December 4 from 12 p.m. to 
12:30 p.m. to discuss administrative 
details. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. 

In accordance with provisions set 
forth in sections 552b{c)}(4) and 
552b(c){6), Title 5, U.S.C. and section 
10{d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meeting will 
be closed to the public on December 4 
from 12:36 p.m. to adjournment for the 
review, discussion and evaluation of 
individual program project applications. 
These applications and the discussions 
could reveal confidential trade secrets 
or commercial property such as 
patentable material and personal 
information concerning individuals 
associated with the applications, 
disclosure of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy. 

Mrs. Winifred Lumsden, Committee 
Management Officer. National Cancer 


Institute, Building 31, Room 10A06, 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20892 (301/496-5708) will 
provide summaries of the meeting and 
rosters of committee members, upon 
request. 3 
Dr. Robert D. Hammond, Executive 
Secretary, Clinical Cancer Program 
Project Review Committee, Westwood 
Building, Room 822, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892 (301/496-7924) will furnish 
substantive program information. 


Dated: October 15, 1987. 
Betty J. Beveridge, 
Committee Management Officer, NIH. 
[FR Doc. 87-24685 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-m 


Nationai Cancer institute; Frederick 
Cancer Research Facility Advisory 
Committee; Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Frederick Cancer Research Facility 
Advisory Committee, National Cancer 
Institute, December 8, 1987, Building 
31C, Conference Room 9, National 
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892, 


The meeting will be open to the public 
on December 8 from 8 a.m. to 12 p.m. to 
discuss administrative matters, future 
meetings, Ten-Year Plan, Fermentation 
Production Plant, and to hear the Deputy 
Director's report on items of interest to 
NCI and the Committee, including 
management changes, AIDS 
subcontracts and other activities, and 
results of recompetition. Attendance by 
the public will be limited to space 
available. 

In accordance with provisions set 
forth in sections 552b(c)(4) and 
552b{c){6), Title 5, U.S.C. and section 
10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meeting will 
be closed to the public on December 8 
from.12 p.m. to adjournment for 
discussion of jrevious site visits and 
review/evaluation of research being 
conducted by the Basic Research 
Program. These discussions could reveal 
confidential trade secrets or commercial 
property such as patentable material, 
and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
contractor, the disclosure of which 
would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 

Mrs. Winifred Lumsden, Committee 
Management Officer, National Cancer 
Institute, Building 31, Room 10A06, 
National. Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20892 (301/498-5708) will 
provide summaries of the meeting and 
rosters of committee members, upon 
request 
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Dr. Cedric W. Long, Executive 
Secretary, Frederick Cancer Research 
Facility Advisory Committee, Nationa! 
Cancer Institute, Frederick Cancer 
Research Facility, Building 427, 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 (301/695- 
1108) will furnish substantive program: 
information upon request. 

Dated: October 15, 1987. 

Betty J. Beveridge, 

Committee Management Officer, NIH. 

[FR Doc. 87-24686 Filed 10-26-87: 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-m 


National institute of Aliergy and 
Infectious Diseases; Meeting of the 
Basic Virology, Immunology and 
Pathogenesis Subcommittee; Clinical 
Applications, Prevention and 
Treatment Subcommittee 
Epidemiology and Technology 
Transfer Subcommittee of the 
Acquired immunodeficiency Syndrome 
Research Review Committee 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Basic 
Virology, Immunology and Pathogenesis 
Subcommittee, and the Epidemiology 
and Technology Transfer Subcommittee 
of the Acquired Immunodeficiency 
Syndrome Research Review Committee, 
National Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases, on November 16-19, 
1987, at the Ramada Inn Hotel, 8400 
Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland 
20814. 

The meeting of the full Committee, for 
orientation of new members, discussion 
of administrative details relating to 
committee business, and program 
review, will be open to the public from 
8:30 a.m. to 11 a.m. on November 16. 
Attendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. 

Because of the nature of applications 
and proposals to be reviewed, the entire 
committee will meet as two, rather than 
three, subcommittees for this meeting. 
The members of the Clinical 
Applications, Prevention and Treatment 
Subcommittee will be assigned either to 
the Basic Virology, Immunology and 
Pathogenesis Subcommittee or to the 
Epidemiology and Technology Transfer 
Subcommittee. 

in accordance with the provisions set 
forth in sections 552b(c)(4) and 
552b(c){6), Title 5, U.S.C. and section 
10{d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meetings of 
the Basic Virology, Immunology and 
Pathogenesis Subcommittee, and the 
Epidemiology and Technology Transfer 
Subcommittee will be closed to the 
public for the review, discussion, and 
evaluation of individual grant 
applications and contract proposals 
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from 11 a.m. until recess on November 
16, and from 8:30 a.m. on November 17 
until adjournment on November 19. 
These applications, proposals, and 
discussions could reveal confidential 
trade secrets or commercial property 
such as patentable material and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
applications and proposals, the 
disclosure of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy. 

Ms. Patricia Randall, Office of 
Research Reporting and Public 
Response, National Institute of Allergy 
and Infectious Diseases, Building 31, 
Room 7A32, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20892, 
telephone (301-496-5717, will provide a 
summary of the meeting and a roster of 
the committee members upon request. 

Dr. Hortencia M. Hornbeak, Executive 
Secretary, Acquired Immunodeficiency 
Syndrome Research Review Committee, 
NIAID, NIH, Westwood Building, Room 
753, Bethesda, Maryland 20892, 
telephone (301-496-0123), will provide 
substantive program information. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.855, Pharmacological 
Sciences; 13.856, Microbiology and Infectious 
Diseases Research, National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: October 15, 1987. 

Betty J. Beveridge, 

Committee Management Officer, NIH. 

[FR Doc. 87-24687 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FES 87-50] 


Availability of Finai Environmental 
impact Statement; Koyukuk and 
Innoko National Wildlife Refuges, AK 


AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of availability of a final 
environmental impact statement for the 
proposed Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan and Wilderness Review for 
Koyukuk National Wildlife Refuge and 
the Northern Unit of Innoko National 
Wildlife Refuge, Alaska. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 


Service has prepared a Final 
Comprehensive Conservation Plan, 
Environmental Impact Statement, and 
Wilderness Review (Plan) for the 
Koyukuk National Wildlife Refuge and 
the Northern Unit of Innoko National 
Wildlife Refuge, Alaska, pursuant to 
sections 304(g)(1), 1008, and 1317 of the 


Alaska National Interest Lands 
Conservation Act of 1980 (Alaska Lands 
Act); section 3(d) of the Wilderness Act 
of 1964; and section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. The Plan describes two 
alternatives for managing the refuge as 
well as the environmental consequences 
of implementing each alternative. In the 
document the suitability of all Federal 
lands in the refuge, not previously 
designated as wilderness lands, is 
reviewed for possible wilderness 
designation and inclusion in the 
National Wilderness Preservation 
System. 

pate: A Record of Decision will be 
issued no sooner than November 5, 1987. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: | 
William Knauer, Refuges and Wildlife, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1011 E. 
Tudor Road, Anchorage, Alaska 99503; 
telephone (907) 786-3399. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A P 
summary of the Plan has been prepared 
and will be sent to all persons and 
organizations who participated in any 
part of the planning process, such as 
scoping meetings, workshops, or in other 
types of communication with the 
planning team. Copies of the complete 
Plan will be sent to Federal and State 
agencies, regional and village Native 
corporations, local governments, and 
other organizations and individuals who 
have already requested copies. A 
limited number of copies of both 
documents are available upon request 
from Mr. Knauer. 

Copies of the complete Plan are 
available at the office of the Regional 
Director, at the above address; at the 
Koyukuk National Wildlife Refuge 
Office, P.O. Box 287, Galena, Alaska 
99741; and at the following locations: 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Division 

of Refuge Management, U.S. 

Department of the Interior Bldg., 18th 

& C Streets NW., Washington, DC 

20240 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 

and Wildlife, 500 NE. Multnomah 

Street, Suite 1692, Portland, OR 97232 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 

and Wildlife, 500 Gold Avenue, SW., 

Room 1306, Albuquerque, NM 87103 ° 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 

and Wildlife; Federal Building, Fort 

Snelling, Twin Cities, MN 55111 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 

and Wildlife, Richard B. Russell 

Federal Building., 75 Spring Street, 

Atlanta, GA 30303 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 

and Wildlife, One Gateway Center, 

Suite 70, Newton Corner, MA 02158 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 
and Wildlife, 134 Union Blvd., 
Lakewood, CO 80225 


Date: October 20, 1987. 
Bruce Blanchard, 
Director, Environmental Project Review. 
{FR Doc. 87-24798 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 


(FES 87-53] 


Availability of Final Environmental 
impact Statement; Nowitna National 
Wildlife Refuge, AK 


AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of availability of a final 
environmental impact statement for the 
proposed Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan, Wilderness Review, and Wild 
River Plan for Nowitna National 
Wildlife Refuge, Alaska. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service has prepared a Final 
Comprehensive Conservation Plan, 
Environmental Impact Statement, 
Wilderness Review, and Wild River 
Plan (Plan) for the Nowitna National 
Wildlife Refuge, Alaska, pursuant to 
sections 304(g)}(1), 605, 1008, and 1317 of 
the Alaska National Interest Lands 
Conservation Act of 1980 (Alaska Lands 
Act); section 3(d) of the Wilderness Act 
of 1964; and section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. The Plan describes for alternatives 
for managing the refuge as well as the 
environmental consequences of 
implementing each alternative. In the 
document the suitability of all Federal 
lands in the refuge is reviewed for 
possible wilderness designation and 
inclusion in the National Wilderness 
Preservation System. 

pate: A Record of Decision will be 
issued no sooner than December 2, 1987. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William Knauer, Refuges and Wildlife, 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1011 E. 
Tudor Road, Anchorage, Alaska 99503; 
telephone (907) 786-3399. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
summary of the Plan has been prepared 
and will be sent to all persons and 
organizations who participated in any 
part of the planning process. such as 
scoping meetings. workshops, or in other 
types of communication with the 
planning team. Copies of the complete 
Plan will be sent to Federal and State 
agencies, regional and village Native 
corporations, local governments, and 
other organizations and individuals who 
have already requested copies.'A 
limited number of copies of both 





documents are available upon request 
from Mr. Knauer. 

Copies of the complete Plan are 
available at the office of the Regional 
Director, at the above address; at the 
Nowitna National Wildlife Refuge 
Office, P.O Box 287, Galena, Alaska 
99741; and, for review, at the following 
locations: 


U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Division 
of Refuge Management, U.S. 
Department of the Interior Bldg., 18th 
& C Streets NW., Washington, DC 
20240 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 
and Wildlife, 500 NE. Multnomah 
Street, Suite 1692, Portland, OR 97232 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 
and Wildlife, 500 Gold Avenue, SW., 
Room 1306, Albuquerque, NM 87103 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 
and Wildlife, Federal Building, Fort 
Snelling, Twin Cities, MN 55111 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 
and Wildlife, Richard B. Russell 
Federal Building, 75 Spring Street, 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 
and Wildlife, One Gateway Center, 
Suite 700, Newton Corner, MA 02158 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Refuges 
and Wildlife, 134 Union Blvd., 
Lakewood, CO 80225 


Date: October 21, 1987. 
Bruce Blanchard, 


Director, Office of Environmental Project 
Review. 

[FR Doc. 87-24799 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 


information Collection Submitted to 
the Office of Management and Budget 
for Review Under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act 


The proposal for the collection of 
information listed below has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget for approval under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C., Chapter 35). Copies of 
the proposed collection of information 
and related forms and explanatory 
material may be obtained by contacting 
the Bureau's Clearance Officer at the 
phone number listed below. Comments 
and suggestions on the requirement 
should be made within 30 days directly 
to the Bureau Clearance Officer and to 
the Office of Management and Budget, 
Interior Department Desk Officer, 
Washington, DC 20503, telephone: (202) 
395-7340. 

Title: General Contract Requirements, 
25 CFR Part 271. 


Abstract: Indian tribes contracting 
under Pub. L. 93-638 are required to 
establish and maintain a recordkeeping 
system as well as provide financial 
status and program progress reports, the 
proper administration, monitoring and 
evaluation of contracts awarded by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Frequency: Quarterly reports. 

Description of Respondents: Indian 
tribes contracting Bureau programs. 

Annual Responses: 5,796. 

Annual Burden Hours: 3,038. 

Bureau Clearance Officer: Cathie 
Martin, (202) 343-3577. 

Hazel E. Elbert, 

Deputy to the Assistant Secretary—Indian 
Affairs (Tribal Services). 

[FR Doc. 87-24756 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M 


Bureau of Land Management 


[ES-970-08-48 10-10-2410; ES 15435 
Arkansas] 


Proposed Reinstatement of Federal Oil 
and Gas Lease; Arkansas 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Federal Oil and Gas Lease ES 
15435 terminated automatically by 
operation of law on August 1, 1986 (30 
U.S.C. 188). 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Frances Javes at (703) 274-0153. 


SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 1. A 
petition for reinstatement of ES 15435 
was filed by Callon Petroleum Company 
(Lessee) under Section 31D of the 
Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, as 
amended by the Federal Oil and Gas 
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (96 
Stat. 2447). 


2. The lessee has met all the following 
requirements of reinstatement: 
(a) $500—Reimbursement of Department 
Administrative Cost 
(b) $320—Back Rental Payments 
(c) $136—Estimated Publication Cost 
3. The poposed reinstatement of the 
lease would be under the same terms 
and conditions of the original lease, 
except the rental will be increased to 
$5.00 per acre per year, and royalty 
increased to 16% percent beginning 
April 1, 1987. 
R. Gale Wilson, 
Acting State Director. 
[FR Doc. 87-24681 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4310-GJ-™ 
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[CO-940-87-4111-15; C-43322] 


Oil and Gas Leases, Colorado; 
Proposed Reinstatement 


Notice is hereby given that a petition 
for reinstatement of oil and gas lease C- 
43322 for lands in Rio Blanco County, 
Colorado, was timely filed and was 
accompanied by all the required rentals 
and royalties accruing from July 1, 1987, 
the date of termination. 

The lessee has agreed to new lease 
terms for rentals and royalties at rates 
of $10.00 and 16-2/3 percent, 
respectively. 

The lessee has paid the required $500 
administrative fee for the iease and has 
reimbursed the Bureau of Land 
Management for the estimated cost of 
this Federal Register notice. 

Having met all the requirements for 
reinstatement of the lease as set out in 
Section 31 (d) and (e) of the Mineral 
Lands Leasing Act of 1920, as amended, 
(30 U.S.C. 188), the Bureau of Land 
Management is proposing to reinstate 
the lease effective July 1, 1987, subject to 
the original terms and conditions of the 
lease and the increased rei:ial and 
royalty rates cited above. 

Questions concerning this notice may 
be directed to Joan Gilbert of the 
Colorado State Office at (303) 236-1772. 
Richard E. Richards, 

Supervisor, Oil & Gas/Geothermal Leasing 
Unit. 

[FR Doc. 87-24767 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4310-JB-M 


[WY-$40-08-4520-12] 


Filing of Plats of Survey; Wyoming 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Filing of plats of survey. 


sumMaARY: The plats of survey of the 
following described lands were 
officially filed in the Wyoming State 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
Cheyenne, Wyoming, effective 10:00 
a.m., October 9, 1987. 

Sixth Principal Meridian 

T. 47 N., R. 72 W. 

The plat representating the dependent 
resurvey of the Ninth Guide Meridian West, 
through T. 47 N., between Rs. 72 and 73 W., 
the south and north boundaries and the 
subdivisional lines, T. 47 N., R. 72 W., Sixth 
Principal Meridian, Wyoming, Group No. 453, 
was accepted September 28, 1987. 

T. 18 N., R. 80 W. 

The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of a portion of the east bounaary, a 
portion of the subdivisional lines, and the 
subdivision of certain sections, T. 18 N., R. 30 
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W., Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming, 
Group No. 436, was accepted October 1, 1987. 


T. 23 N., R. 83 W. 


The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of a portion of the north boundary, 
the dependent resurvey and corrective 
dependent resurvey of the subdivisional 
lines, and the corrective resurvey of the 
subdivision of sections 2 and 30, T. 23 N., R. 
83 W., Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming, 
Group No. 387, was accepted September 28, 
1987. 


T. 23 N., R. 96 W. 


The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of a portion of the north boundary 
and the subdivisional lines, lines, T. 23 N., R. 
96 W., Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming, 

roup No. 438, was accepted September 28, 
1987. 

These surveys were executed to meet 
certain administrative needs of this Bureau. 


T. 38 N., R. 116 W. 


The plat representing the dependent 
resurvey of a portion of the north boundary, a 
portion of the subdivisional lines, and the 
subdivision of sections, 5 and 8, T. 38 N., 
R.116 W., Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming, 
Group No. 462, was accepted September 28, 
1987. 


This survey was executed to meet 
certain administrative needs of the U.S. 
Forest Service. 

ADDRESS: All inquiries concerning these 
lands should be sent to the Wyoming 
State Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 1828, 2515 


Warren Avenue, Cheyenne, Wyoming 
82003. 

Dated: October 9, 1987. 
Richard L. Oakes, 
Chief, Branch of Cadastral Survey. 
[FR Doc. 87-24662 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-22-M 


[ID-943-08-4220-11; I-51] 


Proposed Continuation of Withdrawal; 
idaho. 


October 16, 1987. 
AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. Forest service 
proposes that a 27.4 acre withdrawal for 
the Custer Historic Site continue for an 
additional 50 years based upon the 
anticipated remaining life of the site. 
The land will remain closed to surface 
entry and mining, but has been and will 
remain open to mineral leasing. 

DATE: Comments should be received by 
January 25, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Larry R. Lievsay, Idaho State Office, 
3380 Americana Terrace, Boise, Idaho 
83706, 208-334-1735. 
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The U.S. Forest Service proposes that 
the existing land withdrawal made by 
Public Land Order No. 4215, for the 
Custer Historical Site, be continued for a 
period of 50 years pursuant to section 
204 of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714. The land is described as 
follows: 


Boise Meridian 


T. 12 N., R. 15 E., unsurveyed. When surveyed 
will probably be in: 

Sec. 9, NE%; 

Sec. 10, NW%. 

Formerly described by a metes and bounds 
survey as follows: 

Beginning at Corner No. 1, A 1” x 28” 
aluminum pipe with 1%” aluminum cap 
marked Custer T.S. Cor. 1. Said Point bears 
N. 37°13'40” E., 642.77’ from U.S.G.S. 
Benchmark No. H 234, N. 36° 3833” W., 
121.25’ from F.S. Control Corner and S. 87° 36’ 
20” W., 691.88’ from U.S.F.S. Corner Tuff. 

Thence S. 61°41'31" W., 1664.87’ to Corner 
No. 2, A 1” x 28” aluminum pipe with 142” 
aluminum cap marked Custer T.S. Cor. 2; 

Thence S. 5° 56’ 28" W., 244.32’ to Corner 
No. 3, A. 1” x 28” aluminum pipe with 1%” 
aluminum cap marked Custer T.S. Cor. 3 
M.C.; 

Thence meandering along the southerly 
side of the Yankee Fork of the Salmon River 
as follows: S. 87°20’ 56” E., 358.68’; N. 49°35’ 
23” E., 393.70’; N. 69°52’ 04” E., 503.77’; N. 
83°56’ 33” E., 367.32’; N. 67°39’ 09” E., 326.59’; 
N. 26°41’ 51” E., 198.17’; N. 63°33’ 13” E., 
452.66’; N. 34°17’ 05” E., 273.51’ to Corner No. 
4, a1” x 28” Aluminum pipe with 1%” 
aluminum cap marked C- Custer T.S. M.C.; 
sand Corner bears N. 0°23'08" W., 137.49’ 
from Cor. 3, M.S. 832. 

Thence N. 23°27'11" W., 567.95’ to Corner 
No. 5, A 1” x 28” aluminum pipe with 142” 
aluminum cap marked Custer T.S. C-5; : 
thence S. 47°31'20" W., 989.34’ to the Point of 
Beginning. 

The tract as described contains 27.4 acres, 
more or less in Custer County. 


The withdrawal is essential for 
protection of the townsite of Custer, 
established in 1878, and listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places in 
Custer Historic District. The withdrawal 
closed the land to surface entry and 
mining, but not to mineral leasing. No 
change in the segregative effect or use of 
the land is proposed by this action. 

For a period of 90 days from the date | 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments in 
connection with the proposed 
withdrawal continuation may present 
their views in writing to the Idaho State 
Director at the above address. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake 
such investigations as necessary to 
determine the existing and potential 
demand for the land and its resources. A 
report will also be prepared for 
consideration by the Secretary of the 


Interior, the President, and Congress, 
who will determine whether or not the 
withdrawals will be continued, and if 
so, for how long. The final determination 
of the withdrawals will be published in 
the Federal Register. The existing 
withdrawals will continue until such 
final determination is made. 

William E. Ireland, 

Chief, Realty Operations Section. 

[FR Doc. 87-24765 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-GG-M 


[ID-943-08-4220-11; I- 14922] 


Proposed Continuation of Withdrawal; 
idaho 


October 16, 1987. 
AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. Forest Service 
proposes that a 3.975 acre withdrawal 
for the Wildhorse Administrative Site 
continue for an additional 30 years, 
based upon the anticipated remaining 
life of the project. The land will remain 
closed to surface entry and mining, but 
has been and will remain open to 
mineral leasing. 


DATES: Comments should be received by 
January 25, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Larry R. Lievsay, Idaho State Office, 
3380 Americana Terrace, Boise, Idaho 
83706, 208-334-1735. 

The U.S. Forest Service proposes that 
the existing land withdrawal made by 
the Secretarial Order of March 14, 1908, 
for the Wildhorse Administrative Site, 
be continued for a period of 30 years 
pursuant to section 204 of the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714. The 
land is described as follows: 


Boise Meridian 
T.7N., R. 20E., 

Sec. 33, metes and bounds survey. 

Beginning at corner No. 1, which bears S. 
30°58'12"" W., 210.50’ from the southwest 
corner of the guard station house; thence S. 
55°36'00" E., 318.37’ to corner No. 2; thence N. 
1°23'03” E., 270.84’ to corner No. 3; thence N. 
21°40'51” W., 577.19’ to corner No. 4; thence S. 
83°06'58" W., 178.92’ to corner No. 5; thence S. 
11°21'12" E., 617.89’ to corner No. 1, the point 
of beginning. 

The land described above contains 3.975 
acres in Custer County. 


The withdrawal is essential for 
protection of substantial capital 
improvements on the administrative 
site. The withdrawal closed the land to 
surface entry and mining but not to 
mineral leasing. No change in the 
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segregative effect or use of the land is 
proposed by this action. 

For a period of 90 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments in 
connection with the proposed 
withdrawal continuation may present 
their views in writing to the Idaho State 
Director at the above address. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake 
such investigations as are necessary to 
determine the existing and potential 
demand for the land and its resources. A 
report will also be prepared for 
consideration by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the President and Congress, 
who will determine whether or not the 
withdrawals will be continued, and if 
so, for how long. The final determination 
of the withdrawals will be published in 
the Federal Register. The existing 
withdrawals will continue until such 
final determination is made. 

William E. Ireland, 

Chief, Realty Operations Section. 

[FR Doc. 87-24766 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-GG-M 


Minerals Management Service 


Outer Continental Shelf Development 
Operations Coordination; Chevron 
U.S.A. Inc. 


AGENCY: Minerals Management Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of the receipt of a 
proposed development operations 
coordination document (DOCD). 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that . 


Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Unit Operator of 
the South Bay Marchand Federal Unit 
Agreement No. 14-08-001-3915, has 
submitted a DOCD describing the 
activities it proposes to conduct on the 
South Bay Marchand Federal unit. 
Proposed plans for the above area 
provide for the development and 
production of hydrocarbons with 
support activities to be conducted from 
an onshore base located at Leeville, 
Louisiana. 

DATE: The subject DOCD was deemed 
submitted on October 14, 1987. 
ADDRESS: A copy of the subject DOCD 
is available for public review at the 
Public Information Office, Gulf of 
Mexico OCS Region, Minerals 
Management Service, 1201 Elmwood 
Park Boulevard, Room 114, New 
Orleans, Louisiana (Office Hours: 8 a.m. 
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Al Durr; Minerals Management 
Service; Gulf of Mexico OCS Region; 
Production and Development; 


Development and Unitization Section; 
Unitization Unit; Telephone (504) 736- 
2659. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of this Notice is to inform the 
public pursuant to section 25 of the OCS 
Lands Act Amendments of 1978, that the 
Minerals Management Service is 
considering approval of the DOCD and 
that it is available for public review. 

Revised rules governing practices and 
procedures under which the Minerals 
Management Service makes information 
contained in DOCDs available to 
affected States, executives of affected 
local governments, and other interested 
parties became effective December 13, 
1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices and 
procedures are set out in revised 
§ 250.34 of Title 30 of the CFR. 

Date: October 19, 1987. 
J. Rogers Pearcy, 
Regional Director, Gulf of Mexico OCS 
Region. 
[FR Doc. 87-24763 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M 


Outer Continental Shelf Development 
Operations Coordination; Union 
Exploration Partners, Ltd. 


AGENCY: Minerals Management Service, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of the receipt of a 
proposed Development Operations 
Coordination Document (DOCD). 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that 
Union Exploration Partners, Ltd. has 
submitted a DOCD describing the 
activities it proposes to conduct on 
Leases OCS-G 2023 and 2024, Blocks 593 
and 594, respectively, West Cameron 
Area, offshore Louisiana. Proposed 
plans for the above area provide for the 
development and production of 
hydrocarbons with support activities to 
be conducted from an onshore base 
located at Intracoastal City, Louisiana. 


DATE: The subject DOCD was deemed 
submitted on October 16, 1987. 


ADDRESS: A copy of the subject DOCD 
is available for public review at the 
Public Information Office, Gulf of 
Mexico OCS Region, Minerals 
Management Service, 1201 Elmwood 
Park Boulevard, Room 114, New 
Orleans, Louisiana (Office Hours: 8 a.m. 
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday). 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael J. Tolbert; Minerals 
Management Service, Gulf of Mexico 
OCS Region, Field Operations, Plans, 
Platform and Pipeline Section, 
Exploration/Development Plans Unit; 
Telephone (504) 736-2867. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of this Notice is to inform the 
public, pursuant to section 25 of the OCS 
Lands Act Amendments of 1978, that the 
Minerals Management Service is 
considering approval of the DOCD and 
that it is available for public review. 

Revised rules governing practices and 
procedures under which the Minerals 
Management Service makes information 
contained in DOCDs available to 
affected States, executives of affected 
local governments, and other interested 
parties became effective December 13, 
1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices and 
procedures are set out in revised 
§ 250.34 of Title 30 of the CFR. 

Date: October 19, 1987. 
J. Rogers Pearcy, 
Regional Director, Gulf of Mexico OCS 
Region. 
[FR Doc. 87-24764 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M 


National Park Service 


National Register of Historic Places; 
Notification of Pending Nominations; 
Colorado, et al. 


Nominations for the following 
properties being considered for listing in 
the National Register were received by 
the National Park Service before 
October 17, 1987. Pursuant to § 60.13 of 
36 CFR Part 60 written comments 
concerning the significance of these 
properties under the National Register 
criteria for evaluation may be forwarded 
to the National Register, National Park 
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Washington, DC 20243. Written 
comments should be submitted by 
November 12, 1987. 

Carol D. Shull, 
Chief of Registration, National Register. 


COLORADO 


Boulder County 

Lafayette vicinity, Boulder Valley Grange No. 
131, 3400 N. Ninety-fifth St. 

Denver County 

Denver, First Congregational Church, 980 
Clarkson St. 

FLORIDA 


Marion County 


Ocala, Tuscawilla Park Historic District, NE 
Fourth St., Sanchez Ave., Second St., 
Tuscawilla Ave., and Watula St. 


IOWA 


Boone County 
Boone, Riekenberg, j.H., House, 310 N. Tama 
t. 
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Henry County 

Mount Pleasant, Harlan House Hotel, 122 N. 
Jefferson St. 

Lucas County 

Chariton, Stephens, A.j., House, 123 
Seventeenth St. 

Washington County 

Washington, Stewart, Frank, House, 603 W. 
Washington St. 

LOUISIANA 

Rapides Parish 

Meeker, Meeker Sugar Refinery, US 71 

Vermilion Parish 

Perry, Perry House, Orange Dr. 

MAINE 


Lincoln County 

Tenants Harbor vicinity, Tenants Harber 
Light Station {Light Stations of Maine 
MPS), Southern Island West Southport 
vicinity, Hendricks Head Light Station 
(Light Stations of Maine MPS), Hendricks 
-Head, Southport Island 


Washington County 


Milbridge vicinity, Narraguagus Light Station 
(Light Stations of Maine MPS), E side of 
Pond Island 


MINNESOTA 

Hennepir County 

Minneapolis, Nico//et Hotel, 235 Hennepin 
Ave. 

NEW JERSEY 


Hunterdon County 


Mount Pleasant, Mount Pleasant Historic 
District, CR 519 and Rick Rd. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


Chatham County 


Goldston, Goldston Commercial Historic 
District, Roughly S. Bellevue and S. Main 
Sts. between W. Goldbar and Colonial St. 


Greene County 


Walstonburg vicinity, Carr, Titus W., House, 
SR 1244 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Bucks County 


Bristol, Bristol Industrial Historic District, 
Roughly bounded by Pennsylvania Canal, 
Jefferson Ave., Canal St., Pennsylvania RR, 
and Beaver St. 


TENNESSEE 


Montgomery County 


Clarksville, Clarksville Foundry and Machine 
Works {Iron Industry on the Western 
Highland Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 96 
Commerce St. 

Clarksville vicinity. Gracey— Woodward 
Furnace (40 MT378) (Iron Industry on the, 
Western Highland Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 

Excell vicinity, Washington Furnace and 
Forge (40 MT382) (Iron Industry on the 
Western Highland Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 


McAlilisters Crossroad vicinity, Tennessee 
Furnance (40 MT383) (Iron Industry on the 
Western Highland Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 

Needmore vicinity, Pop/ar Spring Furnace (40 
MT376) (Iron Industry on the Western 
Highland Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 

Needmore vicinity, Ye/low Creek Furnace 
and Forge (40 MT371) {Iron Industry on the 
Western Highland Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 

Shiloh vicinity, Sailor's Rest Furnace (40 
MT375) (Iron Industry on the Western 
Highland Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 

Slayden vicinity, Louisa Furnace {40 MT379) 
(Iron Industry on the Western Highland 
Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 

Southside vicinity, Lafayette Furnace (40 
MT372) (Iron Industry on the Western 
Highland Rim 1790s—1920s MPS), 


VIRGINIA 


Frederick County 


Middletown vicinity, Monte Vista, 8100 US 
11. 


[FR Doc. 87-24831 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 


Office of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement 


Information Collection Submitted to 
the Office of Management and Budget 
for Review Under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act 


The proposal for the collection of 
information listed below has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget for approval under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). Copies of the 
proposed collection of information and 
related forms and explanatory material 
may be obtained by contacting the 
Bureau's clearance officer at the phone 
number listed below. Comments and 
suggestions on the requirement should 
be made within 30 days directly to the 
Bureau clearance officer and to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
Interior Department Desk Officer, 
Washington, DC 20503, telephone 202- 
395-7340. 

Title: 30 CFR Part 750 Requirements 
for Surface Coal Mining and 
Reclamation Operations on Indian 
Lands. 

Abstract: Operators proposing to 
conduct surface coal! mining and 
reclamation operations on Indian lands 
must comply with the permitting and 
approval requirements of Part 750, 
which supplements the regulatory 
program by specifying additional 
information requirements unique to 


- Indian lands and outside the scope of 


the regulatory program. 
Bureau Form Number: None. 


Frequency: On occasion. 
Description of Respondents: Coal 
Operators. 
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Annual Responses: 1.4. 

Annual Burden Hours: 980. 

Bureau clearance officer: David A. 
Collegeman (202) 343-5447. 


Date: September 25, 1987. 
Carson W. Culp, 
Assistant Director, Budget and 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. 87-24758 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-05-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. 214X)] 


CSX Transportation, Inc.; Exemption; 
Abandonment in Harlan County, KY 


Applicant has filed a notice of 
exemption under 49 CFR Part 1152, 
Subpart F—Exempt Abandonments to 
abandon its line of railroad between 
milepost LMP-251.18 near Cato, KY, and 
milepost LMP-253.82 near Three Point, 
KY, a distance of 2.64 miles, in Harlan 
County, KY. : 

Applicant has certified (1) that no 
local traffic has moved over the line for 
at least 2 years and that overhead traffic 
is not moved over the line or may be 
rerouted, and (2) that no formal 
complaint filed by a user of rail service 
on the line (or by a State or local 
governmental entity acting on behalf of 
such user) regarding cessation of service 
over the line either is pending with the 
Commission or any U.S. District Court, 
or has been decided in favor of the 
complainant within the 2-year period. 
The appropriate State agency has been 
notified in writing at least 10 days prior 
to the filing of this notice. 

Applicant has filed an environmental 
report which shows that no significant 
environmental or energy impacts are 
likely to result from this abandonment. 

As a condition to use of this 
exemption, any employee affected by 
the abandonment shal! be protected 
pursuant to Oregon Short Line R. Co.— 
Abandonment—Goshen, 360 1.C.C. 91 
(1979). 

The exemption will be effective 
November 26, 1987 (unless stayed 
pending reconsideration). Petitions to 
stay must be filed by November 6, 1987, 
and petitions for reconsideration, 
including environmental, energy and 
public use concerns, must be filed by 
November 16, 1987 with: Office of the 
Secretary, Case Control Branch, . 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC 20423. 

A copy of any petition filed with the 
Commission should be sent to 
applicant's representative: R. Lyle Key, 
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CSX Transportation, Inc., 500 Water St., 
Jacksonville, FL 32202. 

If the notice of exemption contains 
false or misleading information, use of 
the exemption is void ab initio. 

A notice to the parties will be issued if 
use of the exemption is conditioned 
upon environmental or public use 
conditions. 


Decided: October 19, 1987. 

By the Commission, Jane F. Mackall, 
Director, Office of Proceedings. 
Noreta R. McGee, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-24788 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Drug Enforcement Administration 
[Docket No. 87-10] 


Revocation of Registration; Danforth 
Drug Store, Inc. 


On December 4, 1986, the Deputy 
Assistant Administrator, Office of 
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement 
Administration (DEA), issued an Order 
to Show Cause to Danforth Drug Store, 
Inc., 3610 Miller Road, Wilmington, 
Delaware 19802 (Respondent). The 
Order to Show Cause sought to deny the 
pharmacy’s application for a DEA 
Certificate of Registration on the ground 
that such registration would be 
inconsistent with the public interest, in 
that the pharmacy was not authorized 
by the State of Delaware to procure, 
dispense, or otherwise handle controlled 
substances. 

Respondent, through counsel, 
requested a hearing by letter dated 
January 22, 1987. The matter was 
docketed before Administrative Law 
Judge Francis L. Young. In response to 
an order for prehearing statements, 
counsel for the agency filed a motion for 
summary disposition on March 2, 1987. 
The motion was supported by copies of 
documents regarding the proceedings in 
the State of Delaware concerning the 
pharmacy’s State license. On March 24, 
1987, Respondent's counsel filed an 
opposition to the agency's motion. After 
a telephone conference on March 27, 
1987, the Administrative Law Judge 
allowed Respondent's counsel until 
April 27, 1987, to provide materials to 
support his allegation that the State of 
Delaware had refused Respondent a 
state controlled substances registration 
based solely upon the representation of 
DEA personnel that DEA intended to 
deny the application. The filing date was 
extended at Respondent's request, and 
on May 27, 1987, Respondent's counsel 


filed the affidavit of Robert M. 
Mahoney. Administrative Law Judge 
Francis L. Young issued his opinion and 
recommended decision on August 27, 
1987. 

The Administrative Law Judge found 
that the agency's motion for summary 
disposition was supported by several 
documents. These documents showed 
that Robert M. Mahoney had filed for 
registration, as owner of Danforth Drug 
Store, Inc., to dispense controlled 
substances with the State of Delaware. 
In response to that application, the State 
of Delaware issued a Rule to Show 
Cause why the application should not be 
denied. The grounds for this action were 
that controlled substances were stored 
and dispensed in violation of State and 
Federal law. A hearing was scheduled 
for December 12, 1986. Delaware 
authorities were advised on December 9, 
1986, that Mr. Mahoney would not be 
present at the hearing. The hearing was 
held on December 12, 1986. Neither Mr. 
Mahoney nor his counsel were present. 
Testimony was received from DEA 
representatives and others, including a 
Delaware State narcotics agent. The 
Hearing Officer denied the registration 
to Respondent pharmacy under the 
Delaware Controlled Substances Act. 
The record also shows that on October 
2, 1986, before the Rule to Show Cause 
was issued, a DEA official in 
Pennsylvania advised the Delaware 
officials by letter that he would request 
denial by DEA of any new application 
submitted by Robert Mahoney for DEA 
registration. 

The Administrative Law Judge further 
found that Respondent did not challenge 
any documents submitted by the agency. 
He also found that even though DEA 
officials advised the State of Delaware 
that they would request denial of a DEA 
application submitted by Mr. Mahoney, 
Respondent was provided with notice 
and opportunity for a hearing by the 
State of Delaware. Evidence was 
presented at the hearing, at which Mr. 
Mahoney chose to absent himself, and 
after consideration of the evidence, the 
application was denied by Delaware 
authorities. 

The Administrative Law Judge 
concluded that the state proceedings 
appeared perfectly regular, and that Mr. 
Mahoney's affidavit of May 27, 1987, 
was not sufficient to overcome the 
regularity of the proceedings. 

The record clearly shows that 
Respondent, Danforth Drug Store, Inc., is 
not authorized to handle controlled 
substances in the State of Delaware. 
The Drug Enforcement Administration 
does not have the statutory authority 
under the Controlled Substances Act to 
register a pharmacy or other practitioner 
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unless the practitioner is authorized by 
the state in which it practices to 
dispense controlled substances. See 21 
U.S.C. 802(21). The Administrator has 
consistently so held. See Tony's 
Discount Drug Store, Docket No. 85-60, 
51 FR 70 (1986); Emerson Emery, M.D., 
Docket No. 85-46, 51 FR 9543 (1986); 
Avner Kauffman, M.D., Docket No. 85-8, 
50 FR 34208 (1985). 

The Administrative Law Judge further 
concluded that in a case such as this, a 
motion for summary disposition is 
properly entertained and must be 
granted. It is settled that when no fact 
question is involved, or when the facts 
are agreed, a plenary adversary 
administrative proceeding is not 
required, even though a pertinent statute 
prescribes a hearing. In such situations 
it can be concluded that Congress did 
not intend administrative agencies to 
perform meaningless tasks. U.S. v. 
Consolidated Mines.and Smelting Co., 
Ltd., 445 F.2d 432, 453 (9th Cir. 1971). The 
Administrative Law Judge recommended 
that the Administrator deny the 
application for DEA registration 
submitted by Danforth Drug Store, Inc. 

The Administrator adopts the opinion 
and recommended decision of the 
Administrative Law Judge in its entirety. 
The Administrator concludes that there 
is a lawful basis for the denial of 
Respondent pharmacy's application for 
a DEA registration. 

Accordingly, the Administrator of the 
Drug Enforcement Administration, 
pursuant to the authority vested in him 
by 21 U.S.C. 823 and 824 and 28 CFR 
0.100(b), hereby orders that the 
application for a DEA Certificate of 
Registration executed by Respondent 
pharmacy be, and it hereby is, denied. 
The Administrator further orders that 
any other pending applications for 
Respondent pharmacy, be, and they 
hereby are, denied. This order is 
effective October 27, 1987. 

John C. Lawn, 
Administrator. 

Dated: October 22, 1987. 

[FR Doc. 87-24809 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Office of the Secretary 


Agency Recordkeeping/Reporting 
Requirements Under Review by Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB) 


Background 


The Department of Labor, in carrying 
out its responsibilities under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
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Chapter 35), considers comments on the 
reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements that will affect the public. 


List of Recordkeeping/Reporting 
Requirements Under Review 

As necessary, the Department of 
Labor will publish a list of the Agency 
recordkeeping/reporting requirements 
under review by the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) since 
the last list was published. The list will 
have all entries grouped into new 
collections, revisions, extensions, or 
reinstatements. The Departmental 
Clearance Officer will, upon request, be 
able to advise members of the public of 
the nature of the particular submission 
they are interested in. 

Each entry may contain the following 
information: 

The Agency of the Department issuing 
this recordkeeping/reporting 
requirement. 

The title of the recordkeeping/ 
reporting requirement. 

The OMB and Agency identification 
numbers, if applicable. 

How often the recordkeeping/ 
reporting requirement is needed. 

Who will be required to or asked to 
report or keep records. 

Whether small businesses or 
organizations are affected. 

An estimate of the total number of 
hours needed to comply with the 
recordkeeping/reporting requirements. 

The number of forms in the request for 
approval, if applicable. 

An abstract describing the need for 
and uses of the information collection. 
Comments and Questions 

Copies of the recordkeeping/reporting 
requirements may be obtained by calling 
the Departmental Clearance Officer, 
Paul E. Larson, telephone (202) 523-6331. 
Comments and questions about the 
items on this list should be directed to 
Mr. Larson, Office of Information 
Management, U.S. Department of Labor, 
200 Constitution Avenue NW., Room N- 
1301, Washington, DC 20210. Comments 
should also be sent to the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Attn: OMB Desk Officer for (BLS/DM/ 
ESA/ETA/OLMS/MSHA/OSHA/ 
PWBA/VETS), Office of Management 
and Budget, Room 3208, Washington, DC 
20503 (Telephone (202) 395-6880). 

Any member of the public who wants 
to comment on a recordkeeping/ 
reporting requirement which has been 
submitted to OMB should advise Mr. 
Larson of this intent at the earliest 
possible date. 


New Collection 
Employment Standards Administration 


Notice of Recurrence of Disability and 
Claim for Continuation of Pay/ 
Compensation 

On Occasion 

Individuals or households; 

Federal agencies or employees 

2,400 responses; 

1,260 hours; 

1 form 
The CA2a will be used by current or 

former Federal employees to claim wage 

loss or medical treatment resulting from 

a recurrence of a work-related injury 

while Federally employed. The 

information is necessary to insure the 
accurate payment of benefits. : 


Revision 
Employment Standards Administration 


Uniform Health Insurance Claim Form, 
Health Insurance Claim Form, 
Resubmission Turnaround Document 
OMB No. 1215-0055; 
OWCP 1500 a & b; 
OWCP 82 a & b; CM-1173 
On occasion 
Individuals or households; 
State or local governments; Businesses. 
or other for profit; e 
Federal agencies or employees; Non- 
profit institutions; 
Small businesses or organizations 
1,680,00 responses; 
257,066 hours; 
3 forms 
OWCP 1500 is a standard claim form 
used by all providers except hospitals 
and pharmacies to request payment for 
FECA and Black Lung claimants. OWCP 
82 is used by providers to bill OWCP for 
payment for inpatient care provided to 
claimants. The RTD collects missing 
information for the Black Lung portion 
of the OWCP 1500. 


Extension 


Employment and Training 
Administration 


Limitations on Tax Credit Reductions 
and Interest on Advances to States 
1205-0205; ETA RC 59 
Annually 
State or local governments 
20 respondents; 
500 hours; 
no forms 
The Secretary requires data and 
documentation from States requesting 
relief through (a) limitations, waivers, 
and avoidance of offset credit reduction 
and (b) deferrals and delays of interest 
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payment. The data will provide the 
basis for annual certification for relief. 


Extension 


Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 


Lead 

OSHA-248, 1218—p0092 
Recordkeeping; On occasion 
Business or Other for-Profit; 

Small Businesses or Organizations; 
Federal Agencies or Employees 
50,037 Respondents; 

1,650,908 Hours; 


This standard requires employers to 
monitor employee exposure to lead, to 
provide medical surveillance, to train 
employees about the hazards of lead, 
and to establish and maintain accurate 
records of employee exposure to lead. 
These records will be used by 
employers, employees, physicians and 
the Government to ensure that 
employees are not being harmed by 
exposure to lead. 


Reinstatement 


Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 


Occupational Exposure to Noise 
OSHA 238 
1218-0048 
Recordkeeping; On occasion 
Businesses and other for-profit; 
Federal agencies or employees, Small 
Businesses or organizations 
192,879 respondents; 
5,959,961 burden hours; 
Q forms 
This standard requires employers to 
establish and maintain accurate records 
of employee exposures to noise and 
audiometric testing performed in 
compliance with the provisions of the 
standard. These records are used by the 
physician, employer, employee and the 
Government to determine whether 
occupation-related hearing loss has 
occurred, to prevent further 
deterioration of hearing and to 
determine the effectiveness of the 
employer's hearing conservation 
program. 
Signed at Washington, DC this 22nd day of 
October, 1987. 
Paul E. Larson, 
Departmental Clearance Officer. 
[FR Doc. 87-24832 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4510-26-M 
BILLING CODE 4510-27-M 
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Employment and Training 
Administration 


investigations Regarding 
Certifications of Eligibility To Apply 
For Workers Adjustment Assistance 


Petitions have been filed with the 
Secretary of Labor under section 221 {a} 
of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the Act”) and 
are identified in the Appendix to this 
notice. Upon receipt of these petitions, 
the Director of the Office of Trade 
Adjustment Assistance, Employment 
and Training Administration, has 
instituted investigations pursuant to 
section 221 (a] of the Act. 

The purpose of each of the 
investigations is to determine whether 


Appendix 


Advance Transformer (Workers). 

Bardons & Oliver, inc. (Workers). 
CastChem, inc. (Company)...... 

CastAmerica, inc. (Company)... 

Clovis Riley, Inc. (Workers) 

Eureka Crude Purchasing, Inc. (Company) .... 
Flying J. Refinery & Gas Plant (OCAW) 


General Motors BOC Chicago (UAW)....... 
General Motors CPC. Hamilton (UAW)... 

General Motors Fisher-Guide (UAW) 

General Motors Hyatt Tonawanda oe e 
Marathon Le Tourneau (Workers)... € 
Metai Litho Corp. (Amaigamated Litho)... 
Monsanto Chemical Co. (USWA).... 

National Standard Co. tg 

Pervei Industries, (Teamsters) .... 

Shanhouse Outerwear, Incorp. v 


True Feraper Corp: (way 
Unisys (Workers)..... 
W. Mullin, Inc. (Workers) ... 


Warner & Swasey/Wiederan: Dw. (UER&MWA).. 
Watson's Tee House, inc. (Workers).............. 


{FR Doc, 87-24833 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


Determinations Regarding ow To 
Apply for Worker A 

Assistance; AT&T Network ea et 
al 


In accordance with section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 {19 U.S.C. 2273) the 
Department of Labor herein presents 
summaries of determinations regarding 
eligibility to apply for adjustment 
assistance issued during the period 
October 12, 1987—October 16, 1987. 

In order for an affirmative 
determination to be made and a 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
adjustment assistance to-be issued, each 
of the group eligibility requirements of 
section 222 of the Act must be met. 

(1) That a significant number or 
proportion of the workers in the 


the workers are eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under Title II, 
Chapter 2, of the Act. The investigations 
will further relate, as appropriate, to the 
determination of the date on which total 
or partial separations began or 
threatened to begin and the subdivision 
of the firm involved. 

The petitioners or any other persons 
showing a substantial interest in the 
subject matter of the investigations may 
request a public hearing, provided such 
request is filed in writing with the 
Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, at the address shown below, 
not later than November 6, 1987. 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments regarding the 


.- 10/19/87 
10/19/87 
.. 10799/87 
10/19/67 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 

| 10/19/87 
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.| 10/99/87 
| 10/19/98 
-} 10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 
veceeel 10/99/87 
-, 10/19/87 
.| 10/19/87 
| 10/19/98 
| 10/19/67 
| 10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 
10/19/87 


10/5/87 
10/7/87 
10/6/87 
10/6/87 
10/1/87 
9/29/87 
10/2/87 
10/5/87 
9/21/87 
10/7/87 
9/23/87 
9/23/87 
9/23/87 
9/23/87 
10/16/87 
10/6/87 
10/8/87 
10/6/87 
10/1/87 
10/6/87 
10/8/87 
10/5/87 
9/23/87 
9/18/87 
10/14/87 
10/8/87 
10/13/87 
10/6/87 


workers’ firm, or an appropriate 
subdivision thereof, have become totally 
or partially separated, 

(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of the firm or subdivision have 
decreased absolutely, and 

(3) That increases of imports of 
articles like or directly competitive with 
articles produced by the firm or 
appropriate subdivision have 
contributed importantly to the 
separations, or threat thereof, and to the 
absolute decline in sales or production. 


Negative Determinations 


In each of the following cases the 
investigation revealed that criterion (3) 
has not been met. A survey of customers 
indicated that increased imports did not 
contribute importantly to worker 
separations at the firm. 


TA-W-20,002; AT&T Network System, 
Oklahoma City, OK 
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subject matter of the investigations to 
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, at the address shown below, 
not later than November 6, 1987. 


The petitions filed in this case are 
available for inspection at the Office of 
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, Employment and Training 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Labor, 601 D Street, NW., Washington, 
DC 20213. 


Signed at Washington, DC this 19th day of 
October 1987. 


Marvin M. Fooks, 


Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 


cues] Auto Metal Stampings. 
cine | Auto Hardware. 


TA-W-19,966; Toritto Sportswear, West 
New York, NJ 


TA-W-20,042; B & G Energy Corp., 
Midland, TX 

TA-W-19,952; Diamant Boart USA, Inc., 
Conroe, TX 


TA-W-19,990; Armstrong Tire Co., Des 
Moines, IA 


TA-W-20,030; Colt Industries, Inc., 
Holley Automotive Div., Parts, TN 


In the following cases the 
investigation revealed that criterion (3) 
has not been met for the reasons 
specified. 

TA-W-20,101; Foremost Petroleum Co., 
Victoria, TX 

The workers’ firm does not produce 
an article as required for certification 
under Section 222 of the Trade Act of 
1974. 

TA-W-20,079; Olympic Exploration & 
Production Co., Denver Co 
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The workers’ firm does not produce 
an article as required for certification 
under Section 222 of the Trade Act of 
1974. 

TA-W-20,059; Milpark Drilling Fluids 
(Formerly Hughes Drilling Fluids), 
Wharton, TX 

U.S. imports of drilling are negligible. 
TA-W-20,115; Ballard Enterprises, 

Houston, TX 

Increased imports did not contribute 
importantly to workers separations at 
the firm. 

TA-W-20,032; Nicor Drilling Co., 
Lafayette, LA 

Increased imports did not contribute 
importantly to workers separations at 
the firm 
TA-W-20,019; National Standard, Niles, 

MI 

Increased imports did not contribute 
importantly to workers separations at 
the firm. 

TA-W-20,130; Streetman, Inc., Natchez, 
MS 

Workers’ firm does not produce an 
article as required for certification under 
Section 222 of the Trade Act of 1974. 
TA-W-20,036; Tru-Weld Grating, Inc., 

Pittsburgh, PA 

Increased imports did not contribute 
importantly to workers separations at 
the firm. 

TA-W-20,093; Larry P. Wyman, Inc., 
Conifer, CO 

Workers’ firm does not produce an 
article as required for certification under 
Section 222 of the Trade act of 1974. 
TA-W-20,099; Chalmers Rig Service, 

Inc., Abiline, TX 

Increased imports did not contribute 
importantly to workers separations at 
the firm. 

TA-W-20,062; Monongahela Iron & 
Metal Co., Inc., Monongahela, PA 

U.S. imports of iron and steel scrap 
are negligible. 

TA-W-19,981; Manitowoc Shipbuilding, 
Inc., Monitowoc, WI 

Increased imports did not contribute 
importantly to workers separations at 
the firm. 

TA-W-20,013; Integrated Electronic, 
Wharton, NJ 

Increased imports did not contribute 
importantly to workers separations at 
the firm. 


Affirmative Determinations 
TA-W-20,087; Agrico Chemical Co., 
Tulsa, OK 


A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 
August 4, 1986. 


TA-W-20,055; General Motors Corp., 

CPC Norwood, Norwood, OH 
A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

August 17, 1986. 

TA-W-20,043; Coleman Products Co., 
Coleman, WI 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

August 20, 1986. 

TA-W-20,009; General Automotive 
Specialty Co., Inc., North 
Brunswick, NJ 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

August 5, 1986. 

TA-W-20,010; General Automotive 
Specialty Co., Inc., Carlstadt, NJ 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

August 5, 1986. 

TA-W-19,996; General Housewares 
Corp., Terre Haute, IN 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

July 29, 1986. 

TA-W-20,033; SIFCO Industries, Inc., 
Forge Group, Presforge Div., 
Byesville, OH 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

August 10, 1986. 

TA-W-20,007; Erie Casting Co., Erie, PA 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

July 24, 1986. 

TA-W-20,031; Imperial Schrade Corp., 
Imperial Knife Div., Providence, RI 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

August 12, 1986. 

TA-W-20,015; J.D. Phillips Corp., 
Alpina, MI 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

August 4, 1986. 

TA-W-20,014; J.B. Coggins Co., Inc., 
Meriden, CT 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

August 4, 1986 and before October 1, 

1987. 

TA-W-19,980; Lamson/Crocker 
Petroleum Corp., Lafayette, LA 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

July 10, 1986 and before March 31, 1987. 

TA-W-19,971; American Lacquer, 
Miami, FL 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 

July 17, 1986 and before January 22, 1987. 

TA-W-19,997; George Seelman & Sons 
Co., Milwaukee, WI 
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A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 
July 29, 1986. 


TA-W-19,992; Bryant Electric, A Div., of 
Westinghouse Electric Corp., 
Bridgeport, CT. 


A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or after 
March 1, 1987. 

I hereby certify that the 
forementioned determinations were 
issued during October 12, 1987-October 
16, 1987. Copies of these determinations 
are available for inspection in Room 
6434, U.S. Department of Labor, 601 D 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20213 
during normal business hours or will be 
mailed to persons who write to the 
above address. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

Dated: October 20, 1987. 

[FR Doc. 87-24834 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


Office of Federal Contract Compliance 
Programs 


Chicago Messenger Service, Inc., 
Debarment 


AGENCY: Office of Federal Contract 
Compliance Programs, Labor. 


ACTION: Notice of debarment, Chicago 
Messenger Service, Inc. 


SUMMARY: This notice advises of the 
debarment of Chicago Messenger 
Service, Inc., as an eligible bidder on 
Government contracts and subcontracts 
and federally-assisted construction 
contracts and subcontracts. The 
debarment is effective immediately. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jerry D. Blakemore, Director, Office of 
Federal Contract Compliance Programs, 
U.S. Department of Labor, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Room C- 
3325, Washington, DC 20210 (202-523- 
9475). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
September 17, 1987, pursuant to 42 CFR 
60-30.30, the Secretary of Labor issuéd a 
Final Decision and Order: (1) Finding 
Chicago Messenger Service, Inc., in 
violation of Executive Order 11246, as 
amended (30 FR 12319, September 28, 
1965; 32 FR 14303, October 13, 1967; 43 
FR 46501, October 5, 1978), and its 
implementing regulations; (2) cancelling 
all Federal contracts and subcontracts 
and federally-assisted constuction 
contracts and subcontracts of Chicago 
Messenger Service, Inc., and of its 
officers, agents, servants, employees, 
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direct or beneficial owners, divisions or 
subsidiaries, and those persons in active 
concert or participating with them; (3) 
and declaring Chicago Messenger 
Service, Inc., and its successors, officers, 
agents, servants, employees, direct or 
beneficial owners, divisions of 
subsidiaries, and those persons in active 
concert or participation with them 
ineligible for the award of any contracts 
or subcontracts funded in whole or in 
part with Federal funds and ineligible 
for extensions or other modifications of 
any existing Government contracts or 
subcontracts. The Decision and Order is 
set forth below. 

The debarment from future 
Government contracts and subcontracts 
and the ineligibility for extensions or 
other modifications is effective 
immediately. The contract cancellation 
part of the Order will not become 
effective until the relevant contracting 
agencies have been consulted in 
accordance with section 209{a)(5) of 
Executive Order 11246, as amended by 
Executive Order 12086. 


Signed October 21st, 1987, Washington, DC. 
Jerry D. Blakemore, 
Dizector, OFCCP. 


Office of Federal Contract Compliance 
Programs, Plaintiff, v. Chicago 
Messenger Service, Inc., Defendant 


Date: September 17, 1987. 
{Case No. 87-OFC-8} 


Final Administrative Order 
Before: The Secretary of Labor. 


Associate Chief Administrative Law 
Judge (ALJ) John M. Vittone submitted a 
Recommended Decision and Order to 
me in this case on August 28, 1987. The 
AL] recommended that defendant's 
government contracts be cancelled and 
that it be declared ineligible for the 
award of any government contracts. 
Defendant failed to file an answer to 
Plaintiff's complaint alleging that 
Defendant had failed to develop a 
written affirmative action program as 
required by 41 CFR 60-2.1 (1986), and 
the AL] adopted the material facts in the 
complaint as provided in 41 CFR 60- 
30.6(c). 

I adopt the ALJ's Recommended 
Decision and Order in all respects and it 
is specifically incorporated in and 
appended to this Final Order. 

So ordered. 

William E. Brock, 
Secretary of Labor. 


Washington, DC. 


Office of Federal Contract Compliance 
Programs, United States Department of 
Labor, Plaintiff v. Chicago Messenger 
Service, Inc., Defendant 


[Case No. 87-OFC-8} 
Recommended Decision and Order 


This proceeding arises under 
Executive Order No. 11246 (30 FR 12319) 
as amended by Executive Order No. 
11375 (32 FR 14303) and the regulations 
issued pursuant thereto at 41 CFR Part 
60. 
On March 10, 1987 the Department of 
Labor (DOL) filed a Complaint in this 
matter which alleged that the Defendant 
was a government contractor subject to 
the above-cited Order and regulations 
and was in breach of its government 
contract due to its failure to develop a 
written affirmative action program as 
required by 41 CFR 60-2.1. The 
Complaint states that the DOL notified 
defendant of its findings relating to the 
aforesaid violation and defendant failed 
and refused to take corrective action. A 
Notice of Docketing was issued on April 
3, 1987. The Defendant has not filed an 
Answer to date. 

The DOL filed a motion for relief 
pursuant to 41 CFR 60-30.6. Under that 
Section the failure to file an Answer 
within 20 days of service of the 
complaint constitutes an admission of 
each allegation contained in the 


Complaint. That section further provides 
that: 


The admission, in the answer or by failure 
to file an answer, of all the material 
allegations of fact contained in the complaint 
shall constitute a waiver of hearing. Upon 
such admission, the Administrative Law 
Judge, without further hearing, may prepare 
his decision in which he shall adopt as his 
proposed findings of fact the material facts 
alleged in the complaint. . . 


By operation of 41 CFR 60-30.6 the 
Defendant is found to have waived his 
opportunity for'a hearing, and is deemed 
to have admitted the allegations 
contained in the Complaint. 

Accordingly, I hereby adopt the 
material facts set out in the Complaint 
(attached hereto) as my findings of fact 
and conclude that the Defendant is 
currently in violation of Executive Order 
No. 11246 and its regulations with regard 
to affirmative action plans. In light of 
the Defendant's disregard for the 
Executive Order and the regulations 
incorporated into his contract with the 
Federal government, I recommend that 
the Secretary issue a Final Order 
providing the following relief: 

1. Cancelling all of the federal and 
federally-assisted contracts and 
subcontracts of defendant, its 
successors, officers, agents, servants, 
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employees, direct or beneficial owners, 
divisions or subsidiaries and those 
persons in active concert or 
participation with them; 

2. Declaring defendant, its successors, 
officers, agents, servants, employees, 
direct or beneficial owners, divisions or 
subsidiaries and those persons in active 
concert or participation with them that 
shall be ineligible for the award of any 
contracts or subcontracts funded in 
whole or in part with federal funds; and 

3. Declaring defendant, its successors, 
officers, agents, servants, employees, 
direct or beneficial owners, divisions or 
subsidiaries and those persons in active 
concert or participation with them shall 
be ineligible for extensions or other 
modifications of any existing 
government contract or subcontracts. 

The recommended relief is to be in 
effect until such time as the Defendant 
has satisfied the Director of OFCCP that 
it is in compliance with the provisions of 
Executive Order 11246, as amended and 
the rules and regulations issued 
thereunder. 


41 CFR 60-30.28 governs exceptions to this 
recommended decision. 
Dated: August 28, 1987. 

Washington, DC. 
John M. Vittone, 
Associate Chief Judge. 
[FR Doc. 87-24835 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-27-M 


Employment and Training 
Administration 


[TA-W-20,052] 


Termination of Investigation; General 
Motors Corp., BOC Flint, Flint, Mi 


Pursuant to section 221 of the Trade 
Act of 1974, an investigation was 
initiated on August 31, 1987 in response 
to a worker petition received on August 
31, 1987, which was filed by the United 
Auto Workers and General Motors 
Corporation on behalf of workers at the 
BOC Flint, Flint, Michigan assembly 
plant of General Motors Corporation. 
The workers produce standard 
automobiles. 

A negative determination applicable 
to the petitioning group of workers was 
issued on September 18, 1987 (TA-W- 
19,922). No new information is evident 
which would result in a reversal of the 
Department's previous determination. 
Consequently, further investigation in 
this case would serve no purpose; and 
the investigation has been terminated. 
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Signed at Washington, DC, this 16th day of 
October 1987. 
Marvin M. Fooks, 
Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 
[FR Doc. 87-24779 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


[TA-W-20,021] 


Termination of Investigation; Placid Oil 
Co., Dallas, TX 


Pursuant to section 221 of the Trade 
Act of 1974, an investigation was 
initiated on August 18, 1987 in response 
to a worker petition received on August 
17, 1987 which was filed on behalf of 
workers at the Dallas Headquarters 
Office of Placid Oil Company. 

All workers were separated from the 
subject firm more than one year prior to 
the date of the petition. Section 223 of 
the Act specifies that no certification 
may apply to any worker whose last 
separation occurred more than one year 
before the date of the petition. 
Consequently further investigation in 
this case would serve no purpose, and 
the investigation has been terminated. 

Signed at Washington, DC this 29th day of 
September 1987. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR Doc. 87-24778 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


Labor Surplus Area Classifications 
Under Executive Orders 12073 and 
10582; Annual List of Labor Surplus 
Areas 


AGENCY: Employment and Training 
Administration, Labor. 


ACTION: Notice. 


DATE: The annual list of labor surplus 
areas is effective October 1, 1987, 
through September 30, 1988. 

SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is 
to announce the annual list of labor 
surplus areas, which includes civil 
jurisdictions with a population of 
twenty-five thousand or more as 
required by Pub. L. 99-272. This list does 
not contain the classifications for the 
State of Wisconsin. Those 
classifications will be issued as soon as 
possible after the Department of Labor 
receives revised data from the State. In 
the interim, the Fiscal Year 1987 
classifications for Wisconsin will be 
extended and in effect until further 
notice. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William J. McGarrity, Labor Economist, 
Employment and Training 
Administration, 200 Constitution 
Avenue NW., Room N4470, Attention: 
TEESS, Washington, DC 20210. 
Telephone: 202-535-0185. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Executive Order 12073 requires 
executive agencies to emphasize 
procurement set-asides in labor surplus 
areas. The Secretary of Labor is 
responsible under that Order for 
classifying and designating areas as 
labor surplus areas. 

Under Executive Order 10582 
executive agencies may reject bids or 
offers of foreign materials in favor of the 
lowest offer by a domestic supplier, 
provided that the domestic supplier 
undertakes to produce substantially all 
of the materials in areas of substantial’ 
unemployment as defined by the 
Secretary of Labor. The preference given 
to domestic suppliers under Executive 
Order 10582 has been modified by 
Executive Order 12260. Federal 
Procurement Regulations Temporary 
Regulation 57 (41 CFR Chapter 1, 
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Appendix), issued by the General 
Services Administration on January 15, 
1981, (46 FR 3519), implements Executive 
Order 12260. Executive agencies should 
refer to Temporary Regulation 57 in 
procurements involving foreign 
businesses or products in order to 
assess its impact on the particular 
procurements. 

The Department of Labor regulations 
implementing Executive Orders 12073 
and 10582 are set forth at 20 CFR Part 
654, Subparts A and B. Subpart A 
requires the Assistant Secretary of 
Labor to classify jurisdictions as labor 
surplus areas pursuant to the criteria 
specified in the regulations and to 
publish annually a list of labor surplus 
areas. Pursuant to those regulations the 
Assistant Secretary of Labor is 
publishing the annual list of labor 
surplus areas. 

Subpart B of Part 654 states that an 
area of substantial unemployment for 
purposes of Executive Order 10582 is 
any area classified as a labor surplus 
area under Subpart A. Thus, labor 
surplus areas under Executive Order 
12073 are also areas of substantial 
unemployment under Executive Order 
10582. 

The areas described below have been 
classified by the Assistant Secretary of 
Labor as labor surplus areas pursuant to 
20 CFR 654.5(b) (48 FR 15615 April 12, 
1983) and are effective October 1, 1987, 
through September 30, 1988. 

The list of labor surplus areas is 
published for the use of all Federal 
agencies in directing procurement 
activities and locating new plants or 
facilities. 

Signed at Washington, DC on October 21, 
1987. 

Roger D. Semerad, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 


BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ANNISTON CITY 


BARBOUR COUNTY 
BESSEMER CITY 


BIBB COUNTY 
BIRMINGHAM CITY 


BULLOCK COUNTY 
BUTLER COUNTY 
CHAMBERS COUNTY 
CHEROKEE COUNTY 
CHILTON COUNTY 
CHOCTAW COUNTY 
CLARKE COUNTY 
CLAY COUNTY 
CLEBURNE COUNTY 
COLBERT COUNTY 
CONECUH COUNTY 
COVINGTON COUNTY 
CRENSHAW COUNTY 
CULLMAN COUNTY 
DALE COUNTY 

DE KALB COUNTY 
DECATUR CITY 


ESCAMBIA COUNTY 
BALANCE OF ETOWAH COUNTY 


FAYETTE COUNTY 
FLORENCE CITY 


FRANKLIN COUNTY 
GADSDEN CITY 


GENEVA COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
HALE COUNTY 
HENRY COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ANNISTON CITY IN 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
BARBOUR COUNTY 
BESSEMER CITY IN 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
BIBB COUNTY 
BIRMINGHAM CITY IN 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
BULLOCK COUNTY 
BUTLER COUNTY 
CHAMBERS COUNTY 
CHEROKEE COUNTY 
CHILTON COUNTY 
CHOCTAW COUNTY 
CLARKE COUNTY 
CLAY COUNTY 
CLEBURNE COUNTY 
COLBERT COUNTY 
CONECUH COUNTY 
COVINGTON COUNTY 
CRENSHAW COUNTY 
CULLMAN COUNTY 
DALE COUNTY 

DE KALB COUNTY 
DECATUR CITY IN 
MORGAN COUNTY 
ESCAMBIA COUNTY 
ETOWAH COUNTY LESS 
GADSDEN CITY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FLORENCE CITY IN 
LAUDERDALE COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
GADSDEN CITY IN 
ETOWAH COUNTY 
GENEVA COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
HALE COUNTY 
HENRY COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


LOWNDES COUNTY 
MACON COUNTY 
MARENGO COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MOBILE CITY 


BALANCE OF MOBILE COUNTY 


MONROE COUNTY 
BALANCE OF MORGAN COUNTY 


PERRY COUNTY 
PHENIX CITY 


PICKENS COUNTY 
PRICHARD CITY 


RANDOLPH COUNTY 
SELMA CITY 


SUMTER COUNTY 
TALLADEGA COUNTY 
WALKER COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WILCOX COUNTY 
WINSTON COUNTY 


ALASKA 


BETHEL CENSUS AREA 
FAIRBANKS CITY 


BALANCE OF FAIRBANKS NORTH STAR BOROUGH 


HAINES BOROUGH 

KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH 
KETCHIKAN GATEWAY BOROUGH 
MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


LOWNDES COUNTY 
MACON COUNTY 
MARENGO COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MOBILE CITY IN 
MOBILE COUNTY 
MOBILE COUNTY LESS 
MOBILE CITY 
PRICHARD CITY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY LESS 
DECATUR CITY 
PERRY COUNTY 
PHENIX CITY IN 
LEE COUNTY 
RUSSELL COUNTY 
PICKENS COUNTY 
PRICHARD CITY IN 
MOBILE COUNTY 
RANDOLPH COUNTY 
SELMA CITY IN 
DALLAS COUNTY 
SUMTER COUNTY 
TALLADEGA COUNTY 
WALKER COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WILCOX COUNTY 
WINSTON COUNTY 


BETHEL CENSUS AREA 
FAIRBANKS CITY IN 
FAIRBANKS NORTH STAR BOROUGH 


FAIRBANKS NORTH STAR BOROUGH LESS 


FAIRBANKS CITY 

HAINES BOROUGH 

KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH 
KETCHIKAN GATEWAY BOROUGH 
MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ALASKA (CONT'D) 


NOME CENSUS AREA 

PRINCE OF WALES OUTER KETCHIKAN 
SITKA BOROUGH 

SKAGWAY YAKUTAT ANGOON CENS AREA 
SOUTHEAST FAIRBANKS CENSUS AREA 
VALDEZ CORDOVA CENSUS AREA 

WADE HAMPTON CENSUS AREA 
WRANGELL~PETERSBURG CENSUS AREA 
YUKON-KOYUKUK CENSUS AREA 


ARIZONA 


APACHE COUNTY : 
BALANCE OF COCONINO COUNTY 


FLAGSTAFF CITY 


GILA COUNTY 
GRAHAM COUNTY 
GREENLEE COUNTY 
LA PAZ COUNTY 
MOHAVE COUNTY 
NAVAJO COUNTY 
PINAL COUNTY 
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY 
SIERRA VISTA CITY 


YUMA CITY 


BALANCE OF YUMA COUNTY 


ARKANSAS 


ASHLEY COUNTY 
BRADLEY COUNTY 
CHICOT COUNTY 
CLARK COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


NOME CENSUS AREA 

PRINCE OF WALES OUTER KETCHIKAN 
SITKA BOROUGH 

SKAGWAY YAKUTAT ANGOON CENS AREA 
SOUTHEAST. FAIRBANKS CENSUS AREA 
VALDEZ CORDOVA CENSUS AREA 

WADE HAMPTON CENSUS AREA 
WRANGELL-PETERSBURG CENSUS AREA 
YUKON-KOYUKUK CENSUS AREA 


APACHE COUNTY 
COCONINO COUNTY LESS 
FLAGSTAFF CITY 
FLAGSTAFF CITY IN 
COCONINO COUNTY 

GILA COUNTY 

GRAHAM COUNTY 
GREENLEE COUNTY 

LA PAZ COUNTY 

MOBAVE COUNTY 

NAVAJO COUNTY 

PINAL COUNTY 

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY 
SIERRA VISTA CITY IN 
COCHISE COUNTY 

YUMA CITY IN 

YUMA COUNTY 

YUMA COUNTY LESS 
YUMA CITY 


ASHLEY COUNTY 
BRADLEY COUNTY 
CHICOT COUNTY 
CLARK COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ARKANSAS (CONT'D) 


CLAY COUNTY 

CLEBURNE COUNTY 

CLEVELAND COUNTY 

COLUMBIA COUNTY 

CONWAY COUNTY 

BALANCE OF CRITTENDEN COUNTY 


CROSS COUNTY 
DALLAS COUNTY 
DESHA COUNTY 
DREW COUNTY 

EL DORADO CITY 


FAULKNER COUNTY 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

FULTON COUNTY 

BALANCE OF GARLAND COUNTY 


GRANT COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
HOT SPRING COUNTY 
HOT SPRINGS CITY 


INDEPENDENCE COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
JACKSONVILLE CITY 


JOHNSON COUNTY 
LAFAYETTE COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LEE COUNTY 

LINCOLN COUNTY 
LITTLE RIVER COUNTY 
LOGAN COUNTY 
MADISON COUNTY 
MISSISSIPPI COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
NEVADA COUNTY 
NEWTON COUNTY 
QUACHITA COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 
PHILLIPS COUNTY 
PIKE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


CLAY COUNTY 
CLEBURNE COUNTY 
CLEVELAND COUNTY 
COLUMBIA COUNTY 
CONWAY COUNTY 
CRITTENDEN COUNTY LESS 
WEST MEMPHIS CITY 
CROSS COUNTY 

DALLAS COUNTY 

DESHA COUNTY 

DREW COUNTY 

EL DORADO CITY IN 
UNION COUNTY 
FAULKNER COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
FULTON COUNTY 
GARLAND COUNTY LESS 
HOT SPRINGS CITY 
GRANT COUNTY 

GREENE COUNTY 

HOT SPRING COUNTY 
HOT SPRINGS CITY IN 
GARLAND COUNTY 
INDEPENDENCE COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
JACKSONVILLE CITY IN 
PULASKI COUNTY 
JOHNSON COUNTY 
LAFAYETTE COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 

LEE COUNTY 

LINCOLN COUNTY 
LITTLE RIVER COUNTY 
LOGAN COUNTY 
MADISON COUNTY 
MISSISSIPPI COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
NEVADA COUNTY 
NEWTON COUNTY 
OUACHITA COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 
PHILLIPS COUNTY 
PIKE COUNTY 


: 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ARKANSAS (CONT'D) 


PINE BLUFF CITY 

POINSETT COUNTY 

POLK COUNTY 

PRAIRIE COUNTY 

RANDOLPH COUNTY 

SEARCY COUNTY ‘ 
BALANCE OF SEBASTIAN COUNTY 
SEVIER COUNTY 

SHARP COUNTY 

ST. FRANCIS COUNTY 

STONE COUNTY 

TEXARKANA CITY ARK 
BALANCE OF UNION COUNTY 


VAN BUREN COUNTY 
WEST MEMPHIS CITY 


WHITE COUNTY 
WOODRUFF COUNTY 


CALIFORNIA 

BALDWIN PARK CITY 

BELL GARDENS CITY 
BALANCE OF BUTTE COUNTY 


CALAVERAS COUNTY 
CHICO CITY 


CLOVIS CITY 


COLUSA COUNTY 
COMPTON CITY 


DEL NORTE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


PINE BLUFF CITY IN 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
POINSETT COUNTY 

POLK COUNTY 

PRAIRIE COUNTY 
RANDOLPH COUNTY 
SEARCY COUNTY 
SEBASTIAN COUNTY LESS 
FORT SMITH CITY 
SEVIER COUNTY 

SHARP COUNTY 

ST. FRANCIS COUNTY 
STONE COUNTY 
TEXARKANA CITY ARK IN 
MILLER COUNTY 

UNION COUNTY LESS 

EL DORADO CITY 

VAN BUREN COUNTY 
WEST MEMPHIS CITY IN 
CRITTENDEN COUNTY 
WHITE COUNTY 
WOODRUFF COUNTY 


BALDWIN PARK CITY IN 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
BELL GARDENS CITY IN 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
BUTTE COUNTY LESS 
CHICO CITY 

CALAVERAS COUNTY 
CHICO CITY IN 

BUTTE COUNTY 

CLOVIS CITY IN 
FRESNO COUNTY 

COLUSA COUNTY 
COMPTON CITY IN 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
DEL NORTE COUNTY 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT. PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBBR 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


CALIFORNIA (CONT'D) 


EL CENTRO CITY 
EL MONTE CITY 
FAIRFIELD CITY 
FONTANA CITY 
FRESNO CITY 


BALANCE OF FRESNO COUNTY 


GILROY CITY 

GLENN COUNTY 

HUMBOLDT COUNTY 
HUNTINGTON PARK CITY 
BALANCE OF IMPERIAL COUNTY 
BALANCE OF KERN COUNTY 
KINGS COUNTY 

LAKE COUNTY 

LASSEN COUNTY 

LODI CITY 

LOMPOC CITY 

LYNWOOD CITY 


MADERA COUNTY 
MANTECA CITY 


MARINA CITY 


MENDOCINO COUNTY 
MERCED CITY 


BALANCE OF MERCED COUNTY 


MODESTO CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


EL CENTRO CITY IN 
IMPERIAL COUNTY 

EL MONTE CITY IN 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
FAIRFIELD CITY IN 
SOLANO COUNTY 
FONTANA CITY IN 
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
FRESNO CITY IN 
FRESNO COUNTY 
FRESNO COUNTY LESS 
CLOVIS CITY 

FRESNO CITY 

GILROY CITY IN 
SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
GLENN COUNTY 
HUMBOLDT COUNTY 
HUNTINGTON PARK CITY IN 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
IMPERIAL COUNTY LESS 
EL CENTRO CITY 
KERN COUNTY LESS 
BAKERSFIELD CITY 
KINGS COUNTY 

LAKE COUNTY 

LASSEN COUNTY 

LODI CITY IN 

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 
LOMPOC CITY IN 
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY 
LYNWOOD CITY IN 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
MADERA COUNTY 
MANTECA CITY IN 
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 
MARINA CITY IN 
MONTEREY COUNTY 
MENDOCINO COUNTY 
MERCED CITY IN 
MERCED COUNTY 
MERCED COUNTY LESS 
MERCED CITY 
MODESTO CITY IN 
STANISLAUS COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


CALIFORNIA (CONT'D) 


MODOC COUNTY 
BALANCE OF MONTEREY COUNTY 


OAKLAND CITY 
OXNARD CITY 
PARAMOUNT CITY 


PLUMAS COUNTY 
REDDING CITY 


RICHMOND CITY 
SALINAS CITY | 


SAN BENITO COUNTY 
BALANCE OF SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 


SANTA CRUZ CITY 

SANTA MARIA CITY 

SEASIDE CITY 

BALANCE OF SHASTA COUNTY 
SIERRA COUNTY 

SISKIYOU COUNTY 

BALANCE OF STANISLAUS COUNTY 
STOCKTON CITY 

SUTTER COUNTY 

TEHAMA COUNTY 


TRINITY COUNTY 
TULARE CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


MODOC COUNTY 
MONTEREY COUNTY LESS 
MARINA CITY 
MONTEREY CITY 
SALINAS CITY 
SEASIDE CITY 
OAKLAND CITY IN 
ALAMEDA COUNTY 
OXNARD CITY IN 
VENTURA COUNTY 
PARAMOUNT CITY IN 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
PLUMAS COUNTY 
REDDING CITY IN 
SHASTA COUNTY 
RICHMOND CITY IN 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 
SALINAS CITY IN 
MONTEREY COUNTY 

SAN BENITO COUNTY 
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY LESS 
LODI CITY 

MANTECA CITY 
STOCKTON CITY 

SANTA CRUZ CITY IN 
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY 
SANTA MARIA CITY IN 
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY 
SEASIDE CITY IN 
MONTEREY COUNTY 
SHASTA COUNTY LESS 
REDDING CITY 

SIERRA COUNTY 
SISKIYOU COUNTY 
STANISLAUS COUNTY LESS 
MODESTO CITY 
TURLOCK CITY 
STOCKTON CITY IN 
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 
SUTTER COUNTY 
TEHAMA COUNTY 
TRINITY COUNTY 
TULARE CITY IN 
TULARE COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


CALIFORNIA (CONT'D) 


BALANCE OF TULARE COUNTY 


TUOLUMNE COUNTY 
TURLOCK CITY 


VISALIA CITY 
WATSONVILLE CITY 
WOODLAND CITY 


BALANCE OF YOLO COUNTY 


YUBA COUNTY 


COLORADO 


ALAMOSA COUNTY 
ARCHULETA COUNTY 
CHAFFEE COUNTY 
CLEAR CREEK COUNTY 
CONEJOS COUNTY 
COSTILLA COUNTY 
CUSTER COUNTY 
DELTA COUNTY 
FREMONT COUNTY 
GARFIELD COUNTY 
GRAND JUNCTION CITY 


GREELEY CITY 


HUERFANO COUNTY 

LAKE COUNTY 

LAS ANIMAS COUNTY 
BALANCE OF MESA COUNTY 


MINERAL COUNTY 
MOFFAT COUNTY 
MONTEZUMA COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


TULARE COUNTY LESS 
TULARE CITY 
VISALIA CITY 
TUOLUMNE COUNTY 
TURLOCK CITY IN 
STANISLAUS COUNTY 
VISALIA CITY IN 
TULARE COUNTY 
WATSONVILLE CITY IN 
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY 
WOODLAND CITY IN 
YOLO COUNTY 

YOLO COUNTY LESS 
DAVIS CITY 
WOODLAND CITY 

YUBA COUNTY 


ALAMOSA COUNTY 
ARCHULETA COUNTY 
CHAFFEE COUNTY 
CLEAR CREEK COUNTY 
CONEJOS COUNTY 
COSTILLA COUNTY 
CUSTER COUNTY 
DELTA COUNTY 
FREMONT COUNTY 
GARFIELD COUNTY 
GRAND JUNCTION CITY IN 
MESA COUNTY 
GREELEY CITY IN 
WELD COUNTY 
HUERFANO COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 

LAS ANIMAS COUNTY 
MESA COUNTY LESS 
GRAND JUNCTION CITY 
MINERAL COUNTY 
MOFFAT COUNTY 
MONTEZUMA COUNTY 


CveLP 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


COLORADO (CONT'D) 


MONTROSE COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
OTERO COUNTY 
OURAY COUNTY 
PUEBLO CITY 


BALANCE OF PUEBLO COUNTY 
RIO GRANDE COUNTY 


SAGUACHE COUNTY 
SAN JUAN COUNTY 


CONNECTICUT 


VOLUNTOWN TOWN 


FLORIDA 


BALANCE OF BAY COUNTY 


CALHOUN COUNTY 
FORT PIERCE CITY 


GULF COUNTY 
HARDEE COUNTY 
HENDRY COUNTY 
HIALEAH CITY 


HOLMES COUNTY 
INDIAN RIVER COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 
LAKELAND CITY 

MIAMI CITY 
OKEECHOBEE COUNTY 
PANAMA CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


MONTROSE COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
OTERO COUNTY 
OURAY COUNTY 
PUEBLO CITY IN 
PUEBLO COUNTY 
PUEBLO COUNTY LESS 
PUEBLO CITY 

RIO GRANDE COUNTY 
SAGUACHE COUNTY 
SAN JUAN COUNTY 


VOLUNTOWN TOWN 


BAY COUNTY LESS 
PANAMA CITY 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
FORT PIERCE CITY IN 
ST. LUCIE COUNTY 
GULF COUNTY 

HARDEE COUNTY 
HENDRY COUNTY 
HIALEAH CITY IN 
DADE COUNTY 

HOLMES COUNTY 
INDIAN RIVER COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 
LAKELAND CITY IN 
POLK COUNTY 

MIAMI CITY IN 

DADE COUNTY 
OKEECHOBEE COUNTY 
PANAMA CITY IN 

BAY COUNTY 








LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


FLORIDA (CONT'D) 


BALANCE OF POLK COUNTY 
BALANCE OF ST. LUCIE COUNTY 


SUMTER COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 


GEORGIA 


ALBANY CITY 
AUGUSTA CITY 


BARTOW COUNTY 
BRANTLEY COUNTY 
BUTTS COUNTY 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY 
CHATTOOGA COUNTY 
COFFEE COUNTY 

CRISP COUNTY 

DODGE COUNTY 

DOOLY COUNTY 

BALANCE OF DOUGHERTY COUNTY 


EARLY COUNTY 
ELBERT COUNTY 
EMANUEL COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARALSON COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JENKINS COUNTY 
LAURENS COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
LONG COUNTY 
MACON COUNTY 

MC INTOSH COUNTY 
MERIWETHER COUNTY 
MITCHELL COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


POLK COUNTY LESS 
LAKELAND CITY 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY LESS 
FORT PIERCE CITY 

PORT ST. LUCIE CITY 
SUMTER COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 


ALBANY CITY IN 
DOUGHERTY COUNTY 
AUGUSTA CITY IN 
RICHMOND COUNTY 
BARTOW COUNTY 
BRANTLEY COUNTY 
BUTTS COUNTY 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY 
CHATTOOGA COUNTY 
COFFEE COUNTY 
CRISP COUNTY 
DODGE COUNTY 
DOOLY COUNTY 
DOUGHERTY COUNTY LESS 
ALBANY CITY 

BARLY COUNTY 
ELBERT COUNTY 
EMANUEL COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARALSON COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JENKINS COUNTY 
LAURENS COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
LONG COUNTY 
MACON COUNTY 

MC INTOSH COUNTY 
MERIWETHER COUNTY 
MITCHELL COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


MORGAN COUNTY 
PIERCE COUNTY 
POLK COUNTY 
PULASKI COUNTY 
QUITMAN COUNTY 
RANDOLPH COUNTY 
ROME CITY 


STEPHENS COUNTY 
STEWART COUNTY 
TALBOT COUNTY 
TALIAFERRO COUNTY 
TAYLOR COUNTY 
TELFAIR COUNTY 
TERRELL COUNTY 
TURNER COUNTY 
UPSON COUNTY 
WARE COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WILCOX COUNTY 
WILKES COUNTY 
WORTH COUNTY 


ADAMS COUNTY 
BALANCE OF BANNOCK COUNTY 


BEAR LAKE COUNTY 

BENEWAH COUNTY 

BINGHAM COUNTY 

BOISE COUNTY 

BONNER COUNTY 

BOUNDARY COUNTY 

CAMAS COUNTY 

BALANCE OF CANYON COUNTY 


CARIBOU COUNTY 
CASSIA COUNTY 
CLEARWATER COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


MORGAN COUNTY 
PIERCE COUNTY 
POLK COUNTY 
PULASKI COUNTY 
QUITMAN COUNTY 
RANDOLPH COUNTY 
ROME CITY IN 
FLOYD COUNTY 
STEPHENS COUNTY 
STEWART COUNTY 
TALBOT COUNTY 
TALIAFERRO COUNTY 
TAYLOR COUNTY 
TELFAIR COUNTY 
TERRELL COUNTY 
TURNER COUNTY 
UPSON COUNTY 
WARE COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WILCOX COUNTY 
WILKES COUNTY 
WORTH COUNTY 


ADAMS COUNTY 
BANNOCK COUNTY LESS 
POCATELLO CITY 
BEAR LAKE COUNTY 
BENEWAH COUNTY 
BINGHAM COUNTY 
BOISE COUNTY 
BONNER COUNTY 
BOUNDARY COUNTY 
CAMAS COUNTY 
CANYON COUNTY LESS 
NAMPA CITY 

CARIBOU COUNTY 
CASSIA COUNTY 
CLEARWATER COUNTY 








LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


FREMONT COUNTY 
GEM COUNTY 
IDAHO COUNTY 
KOOTENAI COUNTY 
LEMHI COUNTY 
LEWIS COUNTY 
MINIDOKA COUNTY 
NAMPA CITY 


BALANCE OF NEZ PERCE COUNTY 
POCATELLO CITY 

POWER COUNTY 

SHOSHONE COUNTY 

TWINS FALLS CITY 

VALLEY COUNTY 

ILLINOIS 


ALEXANDER COUNTY 
ALTON CITY 


AURORA CITY 


BELLEVILLE CITY 


BOND COUNTY 
BOONE COUNTY 
BROWN COUNTY 
BURBANK CITY 


BUREAU COUNTY 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
CARROLL COUNTY 
CASS COUNTY 
CHICAGO CITY 


CHRISTIAN COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


FREMONT COUNTY 

GEM COUNTY 

IDAHO COUNTY 
KOOTENAI COUNTY 
LEMHI COUNTY 

LEWIS COUNTY 
MINIDOKA COUNTY 
NAMPA CITY IN 
CANYON COUNTY 

NEZ PERCE COUNTY LESS 
LEWISTON CITY 
POCATELLO CITY IN 
BANNOCK COUNTY 
POWER COUNTY 
SHOSHONE COUNTY 
TWINS FALLS CITY IN 
TWIN FALLS COUNTY 
VALLEY COUNTY 


ALEXANDER COUNTY 
ALTON CITY IN 
MADISON COUNTY 
AURORA CITY IN 
DU PAGE COUNTY 
KANE COUNTY 
BELLEVILLE CITY IN 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY 
BOND COUNTY 
BOONE COUNTY 
BROWN COUNTY 
BURBANK CITY IN 
COOK COUNTY 
BUREAU COUNTY 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
CARROLL COUNTY 
CASS COUNTY 
CHICAGO CITY IN 
COOK COUNTY 
CHRISTIAN COUNTY 








PrETP 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


FLIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ILLINOIS (CONT'D) 


CICERO CITY 


CLARK COUNTY 
CLAY COUNTY 
CLINTON COUNTY 
COLES COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
DANVILLE CITY 


DE WITT COUNTY 
DECATUR CITY 


EAST ST. LOUIS CITY 


EDGAR COUNTY 
EDWARDS COUNTY 
EFFINGHAM COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
FREEPORT CITY 


FULTON COUNTY 
GALESBURG CITY 


GALLATIN COUNTY 
GRANITE CITY 


GREENE COUNTY 
GRUNDY COUNTY 
HAMILTON COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARDIN COUNTY 
HARVEY CITY 


HENDERSON COUNTY 
HENRY COUNTY 
BALANCE OF JACKSON COUNTY 


JASPER COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JERSEY COUNTY 
JO DAVIESS COUNTY 
JOHNSON COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


CICERO CITY IN 
COOK COUNTY 
CLARK COUNTY 
CLAY COUNTY 
CLINTON COUNTY 
COLES COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
DANVILLE CITY IN 
VERMILION COUNTY 
DE WITT COUNTY 
DECATUR CITY IN 
MACON COUNTY 

EAST ST. LOUIS CITY IN 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY 
EDGAR COUNTY 
EDWARDS COUNTY 
EFFINGHAM COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
FREEPORT CITY IN 
STEPHENSON COUNTY 
FULTON COUNTY 
GALESBURG CITY IN 
KNOX COUNTY 
GALLATIN COUNTY 
GRANITE CITY IN 
MADISON COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
GRUNDY COUNTY 
HAMILTON COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARDIN COUNTY 
HARVEY CITY IN 
COOK COUNTY 
HENDERSON COUNTY 
HENRY COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY LESS 
CARBONDALE CITY 
JASPER COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JERSEY COUNTY 

JO DAVIESS COUNTY 
JOHNSON COUNTY 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ILLINOIS (CONT'D) 


JOLIET CITY 

KANKAKEE CITY 

BALANCE OF KANKAKEE COUNTY 
BALANCE OF KNOX COUNTY 


LA SALLE COUNTY 

LAWRENCE COUNTY 

LEE COUNTY 

MACOUPIN COUNTY 

BALANCE OF MADISON COUNTY 


MARION COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MASON COUNTY 
MASSAC COUNTY 
MAYWOOD VILLAGE 


MC DONOUGH COUNTY 
MERCER COUNTY 
MOLINE CITY 


MONROE COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
NORTH CHICAGO CITY 


OGLE COUNTY 
PEKIN CITY 


PEORIA CITY 


PERRY COUNTY 
PIATT COUNTY 
PIKE COUNTY 
POPE COUNTY 
PULASKI COUNTY 
PUTNAM COUNTY 
QUINCY CITY 


RANDOLPH COUNTY 
RICHLAND COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


JOLIET CITY IN 
WILL COUNTY 
KANKAKEE CITY IN 
KANKAKEE COUNTY 
KANKAKEE COUNTY LESS 
KANKAKEE CITY 

KNOX COUNTY LESS 
GALESBURG CITY 

LA SALLE COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LEE COUNTY 
MACOUPIN COUNTY 
MADISON COUNTY LESS 
ALTON CITY 

GRANITE CITY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MASON COUNTY 
MASSAC COUNTY 
MAYWOOD VILLAGE IN 
COOK COUNTY 

MC DONOUGH COUNTY 
MERCER COUNTY 
MOLINE CITY IN 
ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
NORTH CHICAGO CITY IN 
LAKE COUNTY 

OGLE COUNTY 

PEKIN CITY IN 
TAZEWELL COUNTY 
PEORIA CITY IN 
PEORIA COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 

PIATT COUNTY 

PIKE COUNTY 

POPE COUNTY 
PULASKI COUNTY 
PUTNAM COUNTY 
QUINCY CITY IN 
ADAMS COUNTY 
RANDOLPH COUNTY 
RICHLAND COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ILLINOIS (CONT'D) 


ROCK ISLAND CITY 


BALANCE OF ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 


ROCKFORD CITY 


SALINE COUNTY 

SCHUYLER COUNTY 

SCOTT COUNTY 

SHELBY COUNTY 

BALANCE OF ST. CLAIR COUNTY 


STARK COUNTY 
BALANCE OF TAZEWELL COUNTY” 


UNION COUNTY 
BALANCE OF VERMILION COUNTY 


WABASH COUNTY 
WARREN COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WHITE COUNTY 
WHITESIDE COUNTY 
WILLIAMSON COUNTY 


INDIANA 


BLACKFORD COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
DAVIESS COUNTY 
DEARBORN COUNTY 
EAST CHICAGO CITY 


FAYETTE COUNTY 
FOUNTAIN COUNTY 
GARY CITY 
GREENE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


PAGE 15 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ROCK ISLAND CITY IN 
ROCK ISLAND COUNTY 
ROCK ISLAND COUNTY LESS 
MOLINE CITY 

ROCK ISLAND CITY 
ROCKFORD CITY IN 
WINNEBAGO COUNTY 
SALINE COUNTY 
SCHUYLER COUNTY 

SCOTT COUNTY 

SHELBY COUNTY 

ST. CLAIR COUNTY LESS 
BELLEVILLE CITY 

EAST ST. LOUIS CITY 
STARK COUNTY 

TAZEWELL COUNTY LESS 
PEKIN CITY 

UNION COUNTY 
VERMILION COUNTY LESS 
DANVILLE CITY 

WABASH COUNTY 

WARREN COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 

WHITE COUNTY 
WHITESIDE COUNTY 
WILLIAMSON COUNTY 


BLACKFORD COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
DAVIESS COUNTY 
DEARBORN COUNTY 
EAST CHICAGO CITY IN 
LAKE COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FOUNTAIN COUNTY 
GARY CITY IN 
LAKE COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 











LAROR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


HAMMOND CITY 


HENRY COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
JASPER COUNTY 
JAY COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
KOKOMO CITY 


BALANCE OF LAKE COUNTY 


LAWRENCE COUNTY 
MARION CITY 


MARTIN COUNTY 
MICHIGAN CITY 


MUNCIE CITY 


OHIO COUNTY 
ORANGE COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 
PIKE COUNTY 
PORTAGE CITY 


RANDOLPH COUNTY 
RICHMOND CITY 


SCOTT COUNTY 
SPENCER COUNTY 
STARKE COUNTY 
SULLIVAN COUNTY 
SWITZERLAND COUNTY 
TERRE HAUTE CITY 


VERMILLION COUNTY 
BALANCE OF WAYNE COUNTY 


WHITE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


HAMMOND CITY IN 
LAKE COUNTY 
HENRY COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
JASPER COUNTY 
JAY COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
KOKOMO CITY IN 
HOWARD COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY LESS 
EAST CHICAGO CITY 
GARY CITY 
HAMMOND CITY 
MERRILLVILLE TOWN 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
MARION CITY IN 
GRANT COUNTY 
MARTIN COUNTY 
MICHIGAN CITY IN 
LA PORTE COUNTY 
MUNCIE CITY IN 
DELAWARE COUNTY 
OHIO COUNTY 
ORANGE COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 
PIKE COUNTY 
PORTAGE CITY IN 
PORTER COUNTY 
RANDOLPH COUNTY 
RICHMOND CITY IN 
WAYNE COUNTY 
SCOTT COUNTY 
SPENCER COUNTY 
STARKE COUNTY 
SULLIVAN COUNTY 
SWITZERLAND COUNTY 
TERRE HAUTE CITY IN 
VIGO COUNTY 
VERMILLION COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY LESS 
RICHMOND CITY 
WHITE COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ALLAMAKEE COUNTY 
APPANOOSE COUNTY 
BALANCE OF BLACK HAWK COUNTY 


BREMER COUNTY 
BUCHANAN COUNTY 
BURLINGTON CITY 


BUTLER COUNTY 
CEDAR FALLS CITY 


CHICKASAW COUNTY 
CLARKE COUNTY 
CLAYTON COUNTY 
CLINTON CITY 


DAVIS COUNTY 
DELAWARE COUNTY 
BALANCE OF DES MOINES COUNTY 


DICKINSON COUNTY 
DUBUQUE CITY 


EMMET COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FLOYD COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HOWARD COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
LEE COUNTY 
LOUISA COUNTY 
MONONA COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
OTTUMWA CITY 


SAC COUNTY 


VAN BUREN COUNTY , 
BALANCE OF WAPELLO COUN 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ALLAMAKEE COUNTY 
APPANOOSE COUNTY 
BLACK HAWK COUNTY LESS 
CEDAR FALLS CITY 
WATERLOO CITY 
BREMER COUNTY 
BUCHANAN COUNTY 
BURLINGTON CITY IN 
DES MOINES COUNTY 
BUTLER COUNTY 
CEDAR FALLS CITY IN 
BLACK HAWK COUNTY 
CHICKASAW COUNTY 
CLARKE COUNTY 
CLAYTON COUNTY 
CLINTON CITY IN 
CLINTON COUNTY 
DAVIS COUNTY 
DELAWARE COUNTY 

DES MOINES COUNTY LESS 
BURLINGTON CITY 
DICKINSON COUNTY 
DUBUQUE CITY IN 
DUBUQUE COUNTY 
EMMET COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FLOYD COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HOWARD COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 

LEE COUNTY 

LOUISA COUNTY 
MONONA COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
OTTUMWA CITY IN 
WAPELLO COUNTY 

SAC COUNTY 

VAN BUREN COUNTY 
WAPELLO COUNTY LESS 
OTTUMWA CITY 








LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


WATERLOO CITY 
BALANCE OF WEBSTER COUNTY 


BALANCE OF WOODBURY COUNTY 


KANSAS 


ALLEN COUNTY 
CHEROKEE COUNTY 
COFFEY COUNTY 
LINN COUNTY 
NEOSHO COUNTY 


KENTUCKY 


ADAIR COUNTY 
ALLEN COUNTY 
ANDERSON COUNTY 
ASHLAND CITY 


BALLARD COUNTY 

BARREN COUNTY 

BATH COUNTY 

BELL COUNTY 

BALANCE OF BOYD COUNTY 


BOYLE COUNTY 
BRACKEN COUNTY 
BREATHITT COUNTY 
BRECKINRIDGE COUNTY 
BUTLER COUNTY 
CALDWELL COUNTY 
CARLISLE COUNTY 
CARTER COUNTY 

CASEY COUNTY 

CLARK COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


WATERLOO CITY IN 
BLACK HAWK COUNTY 


WEBSTER COUNTY LESS 


FORT DODGE CITY 


WOODBURY .COUNTY LESS 


SIOUX CITY 


ALLEN COUNTY 
CHEROKEE COUNTY 
COFFEY COUNTY 
LINN COUNTY 
NEOSHO COUNTY 


ADAIR COUNTY 
ALLEN COUNTY 
ANDERSON COUNTY 
ASHLAND CITY IN 
BOYD COUNTY 
BALLARD COUNTY 
BARREN COUNTY 
BATH COUNTY 

BELL COUNTY 

BOYD COUNTY LESS 
ASHLAND CITY 
BOYLE COUNTY 
BRACKEN COUNTY 
BREATHITT COUNTY 


BRECKINRIDGE COUNTY 


BUTLER COUNTY 
CALDWELL COUNTY 
CARLISLE COUNTY 
CARTER COUNTY 
CASEY COUNTY 
CLARK COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


CLAY COUNTY 

CLINTON COUNTY 

CRITTENDEN COUNTY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

BALANCE OF DAVIESS COUNTY 


EDMONSON COUNTY 
ELLIOTT COUNTY 
ESTILL COUNTY 
FLEMING COUNTY 
FLOYD COUNTY 
FULTON COUNTY 
GALLATIN COUNTY 
GARRARD COUNTY 
GRAVES COUNTY 
GRAYSON COUNTY 
GREEN COUNTY 
GREENUP COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARLAN COUNTY 
HART COUNTY 
HENDERSON CITY 


BALANCE OF HENDERSON COUNTY 


HENRY COUNTY 
HICKMAN COUNTY 
HOPKINS COUNTY 
HOPKINSVILLE CITY 


JACKSON COUNTY 
JOHNSON COUNTY 
KNOTT COUNTY 
KNOX COUNTY 
LARUE COUNTY 
LAUREL COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LEE COUNTY 
LESLIE COUNTY 
LETCHER COUNTY 
LEWIS COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY 
LOGAN COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


CLAY COUNTY 
CLINTON COUNTY 
CRITTENDEN COUNTY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
DAVIESS COUNTY LESS 
OWENSBORO CITY 
EDMONSON COUNTY 
ELLIOTT COUNTY 
ESTILL COUNTY 
FLEMING COUNTY 
FLOYD COUNTY 
FULTON COUNTY 
GALLATIN COUNTY 
GARRARD COUNTY 
GRAVES COUNTY 
GRAYSON COUNTY 
GREEN COUNTY 
GREENUP COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARLAN COUNTY 
HART COUNTY 
HENDERSON CITY IN 
HENDERSON COUNTY 
HENDERSON COUNTY LESS 
HENDERSON CITY 
HENRY COUNTY 
HICKMAN COUNTY 
HOPKINS COUNTY 
HOPKINSVILLE CITY IN 
CHRISTIAN COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
JOHNSON COUNTY 
KNOTT COUNTY 

KNOX COUNTY 

LARUE COUNTY 
LAUREL COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LEE COUNTY 

LESLIE COUNTY 
LETCHER COUNTY 
LEWIS COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY 
LOGAN COUNTY 






ED 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


KENTUCKY (CONT'D) 


LYON COUNTY 

MAGOFFIN COUNTY 

MARION COUNTY 

MARSHALL COUNTY 

MARTIN COUNTY 

MASON COUNTY 

BALANCE OF MC CRACKEN COUNTY 


MC CREARY COUNTY 
MC LEAN COUNTY 
MEADE COUNTY 
MENIFEE COUNTY 
METCALFE COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
MUHLENBERG COUNTY 
NELSON COUNTY 
OHIO COUNTY 
OWENSBORO CITY 


OWSLEY COUNTY 
PENDLETON COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 

PIKE COUNTY 
POWELL COUNTY 
PULASKI COUNTY 
ROBERTSON COUNTY 
ROCKCASTLE COUNTY 
ROWAN COUNTY 
RUSSELL COUNTY 
SPENCER COUNTY 
TODD COUNTY 

TRIGG COUNTY 
UNION COUNTY 
BALANCE OF WARREN COUNTY 


WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WHITLEY COUNTY 
WOLFE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


LYON COUNTY 
MAGOFFIN COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MARTIN COUNTY 
MASON COUNTY 

MC CRACKEN COUNTY LESS 
PADUCAH CITY 

MC CREARY COUNTY 
MC LEAN COUNTY 
MEADE COUNTY 
MENIFEE COUNTY 
METCALFE COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
MUHLENBERG COUNTY 
NELSON COUNTY 
OHIO COUNTY 
OWENSBORO CITY IN 
DAVIESS COUNTY 
OWSLEY COUNTY 
PENDLETON COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 

PIKE COUNTY 
POWELL COUNTY 
PULASKI COUNTY 
ROBERTSON COUNTY 
ROCKCASTLE COUNTY 
ROWAN COUNTY 
RUSSELL COUNTY 
SPENCER COUNTY 
TODD COUNTY 

TRIGG COUNTY 
UNION COUNTY 
WARREN COUNTY LESS 
BOWLING GREEN CITY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WHITLEY COUNTY 
WOLFE COUNTY 


SrELP 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ACADIA PARISH 
ALEXANDRIA CITY 


ALLEN PARISH 

ASCENSION PARISH 
ASSUMPTION PARISH 
AVOYELLES PARISH 
BATON ROUGE CITY 


BEAUREGARD PARISH 
BIENVILLE PARISH 
BOSSIER CITY 


BALANCE OF BOSSIER PARISH 


BALANCE OF CADDO PARISH 
BALANCE OF CALCASIEU PARISH 


CALDWELL PARISH 
CAMERON PARISH 
CATAHOULA PARISH 
CLAIBORNE PARISH 
CONCORDIA PARISH 

DE SOTO PARISH 

EAST CARROLL PARISH 
EAST FELICIANA PARISH 
EVANGELINE PARISH 
FRANKLIN PARISH 

GRANT PARISH 

BALANCE OF IBERIA PARISH 


IBERVILLE PARISH 
JACKSON PARISH 
JEFFERSON DAVIS PARISH 


BALANCE OF JEFFERSON PARISH 


KENNER CITY 
LA SALLE PARISH 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


em ow wo ww ww tw ww oe ew ow ow eee ere 


ACADIA PARISH 
ALEXANDRIA CITY IN 
RAPIDES PARISH 

ALLEN PARISH 
ASCENSION PARISH 
ASSUMPTION PARISH 
AVOYELLES PARISH 
BATON ROUGE CITY IN 
EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH 
BEAUREGARD PARISH 
BIENVILLE PARISH 
BOSSIER CITY IN 
BOSSIER PARISH 
BOSSIER PARISH LESS 
BOSSIER CITY 
SHREVEPORT CITY 

CADDO PARISH LESS 
SHREVEPORT CITY 
CALCASIEU PARISH LESS 
LAKE CHARLES CITY 
CALDWELL PARISH 
CAMERON PARISH 
CATAHOULA PARISH 
CLAIBORNE PARISH 
CONCORDIA PARISH 

DE SOTO PARISH 

EAST CARROLL PARISH 
EAST FELICIANA PARISH 
EVANGELINE PARISH 
FRANKLIN PARISH 
GRANT PARISH 

IBERIA PARISH LESS 
NEW IBERIA CITY 
IBERVILLE PARISH 
JACKSON PARISH 
JEFFERSON DAVIS PARISH 
JEFFERSON PARISH LESS 
KENNER CITY 

KENNER CITY IN 
JEFFERSON PARISH 

LA SALLE PARISH 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


LOUISIANA (CONT'D) 


LAFAYETTE CITY 
BALANCE OF LAFAYETTE PARISH 


LAFOURCHE PARISH 
LAKE CHARLES CITY 


LIVINGSTON PARISH 
MADISON PARISH 
MONROE CITY 


MOREHOUSE PARISH 
NATCHITOCHES PARISH 
NEW IBERIA CITY 


NEW ORLEANS CITY 
BALANCE OF OUACHITA PARISH 


PLAQUEMINES PARISH 
POINTE COUPEE PARISH 
BALANCE OF RAPIDES PARISH 


RED RIVER PARISH 
RICHLAND PARISH 
SABINE PARISH 

SHREVEPORT CITY 


SLIDELL CITY 


ST. BERNARD PARISH 

ST. CHARLES PARISH 

ST. HELENA PARISH 

ST. JAMES PARISH 

ST. JOHN BAPTIST PARISH 
ST. LANDRY PARISH 

ST. MARTIN PARISH 

ST. MARY PARISH 


BALANCE OF ST. TAMMANY PARISH 


TANGIPAHOA PARISH 
TENSAS PARISH 
TERREBONNE PARISH 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


LAFAYETTE CITY IN 
LAFAYETTE PARISH 
LAFAYETTE PARISH LESS 
LAFAYETTE CITY 
LAFOURCHE PARISH 
LAKE CHARLES CITY IN 
CALCASIEU PARISH 
LIVINGSTON PARISH 
MADISON PARISH 
MONROE CITY IN 
OUACHITA PARISH 
MOREHOUSE PARISH 
NATCHITOCHES PARISH 
NEW IBERIA CITY IN 
IBERIA PARISH 

NEW ORLEANS CITY IN 
ORLEANS PARISH 
OUACHITA PARISH LESS 
MONROE CITY 
PLAQUEMINES PARISH 
POINTE COUPEE PARISH 
RAPIDES PARISH LESS 
ALEXANDRIA CITY 

RED RIVER PARISH 
RICHLAND PARISH 
SABINE PARISH 
SHREVEPORT CITY IN 
BOSSIER PARISH 
CADDO PARISH 

SLIDELL CITY IN 

ST. TAMMANY PARISH 
ST. BERNARD PARISH 
ST. CHARLES PARISH 
ST. HELENA PARISH 
ST. JAMES PARISH 

ST. JOHN BAPTIST PARISH 
ST. LANDRY PARISH 
ST. MARTIN PARISH 
ST. MARY PARISH 

ST. TAMMANY PARISH LESS 
SLIDELL CITY 
TANGIPAHOA PARISH 
TENSAS PARISH 
TERREBONNE. PARISH 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


LOUISIANA (CONT'D) 


UNION PARISH 

VERMILION PARISH 
VERNON PARISH 
WASHINGTON PARISH 
WEBSTER PARISH 

WEST BATON ROUGE PARISH 
WEST CARROLL PARISH 
WEST FELICIANA PARISH 
WINN PARISH 


WALDO COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 


MARYLAND 


ALLEGANY COUNTY 
DORCHESTER COUNTY 
GARRETT COUNTY 
HAGERSTOWN CITY 


SOMERSET COUNTY 


MASSACHUSETTS 
PROVINCETOWN TOWN 
SAVOY TOWN 

TRURO TOWN 


WENDELL TOWN 


(CONTINUED) 


. 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


UNION PARISH 

VERMILION PARISH 
VERNON PARISH 
WASHINGTON PARISH 
WEBSTER PARISH 

WEST BATON ROUGE PARISH 
WEST CARROLL PARISH 
WEST FELICIANA PARISH 
WINN PARISH 


WALDO COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 


ALLEGANY COUNTY 
DORCHESTER COUNTY 
GARRETT COUNTY 
HAGERSTOWN CITY IN 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
SOMERSET COUNTY 


PROVINCETOWN TOWN IN 
BARNSTABLE COUNTY 
SAVOY TOWN IN 
BERKSHIRE COUNTY 
TRURO TOWN IN 
BARNSTABLE COUNTY 
WENDELL TOWN IN 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 





EL: 


BA‘ 











LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ALCONA COUNTY 
ALGER COUNTY 
ALPENA COUNTY 
ANTRIM COUNTY 
ARENAC COUNTY 
BARAGA COUNTY 
BARRY COUNTY 
BATTLE CREEK CITY 


BAY CITY 
BALANCE OF BAY COUNTY 


BENZIE COUNTY 
BERRIEN COUNTY 
BRANCH COUNTY 
BURTON CITY 


BALANCE OF CALHOUN COUNTY 


CASS COUNTY 
CHARLEVOIX COUNTY 
CHEBOYGAN COUNTY 
CHIPPEWA COUNTY 
CLARE COUNTY 
CLINTON TOWNSHIP 


CRAWFORD COUNTY 
DELTA COUNTY 
DETROIT CITY 


DICKINSON COUNTY 
EAST DETROIT CITY 


EMMET COUNTY 
FERNDALE CITY 


FLINT CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


ALCONA COUNTY 

ALGER COUNTY 

ALPENA COUNTY 
ANTRIM COUNTY 
ARENAC COUNTY 
BARAGA COUNTY 

BARRY COUNTY 

BATTLE CREEK CITY IN 
CALHOUN COUNTY 

BAY CITY IN 

BAY COUNTY 

BAY COUNTY LESS 

BAY CITY 

MIDLAND CITY 

BENZIE COUNTY 
BERRIEN COUNTY 
BRANCH COUNTY 
BURTON CITY IN 
GENESEE COUNTY 
CALHOUN COUNTY LESS 
BATTLE CREEK CITY 
CASS COUNTY 
CHARLEVOIX COUNTY 
CHEBOYGAN COUNTY 
CHIPPEWA COUNTY 
CLARE COUNTY 
CLINTON TOWNSHIP IN 
MACOMB COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
DELTA COUNTY 
DETROIT CITY IN 
WAYNE COUNTY 
DICKINSON COUNTY 
EAST DETROIT CITY IN 
MACOMB COUNTY 

EMMET COUNTY 
FERNDALE CITY IN 
OAKLAND COUNTY 
PLINT CITY IN 
GENESEE COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


MICHIGAN (CONT'D) 


FLINT TOWNSHIP 


BALANCE OF GENESEE COUNTY 


GLADWIN COUNTY 
GOGEBIC COUNTY 
GRAND RAPIDS CITY 


GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY 
GRATIOT COUNTY 
HIGHLAND PARK CITY 


HILLSDALE COUNTY 
HOUGHTON COUNTY 
HURON COUNTY 
INKSTER CITY 


IONIA COUNTY 
I0SCO COUNTY 
IRON COUNTY 
JACKSON CITY 


BALANCE OF JACKSON COUNTY 


KALKASKA COUNTY 
KEWEENAW COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 
LANSING CITY 


LAPEER COUNTY 
LEELANAU COUNTY 
LENAWEE COUNTY 
LINCOLN PARK CITY 


LUCE COUNTY 


MACKINAC COUNTY 
BALANCE OF MACOMB COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


FLINT TOWNSHIP IN 
GENESEE COUNTY 
GENESEE COUNTY LESS 
BURTON CITY 

FLINT CITY 

FLINT TOWNSHIP 
MOUNT MORRIS TOWNSHIP 
GLADWIN COUNTY 
GOGEBIC COUNTY 
GRAND RAPIDS CITY IN 
KENT COUNTY 

GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY 
GRATIOT COUNTY 
HIGHLAND PARK CITY IN 
WAYNE COUNTY 
HILLSDALE COUNTY 
HOUGHTON COUNTY 
HURON COUNTY 

INKSTER CITY IN 
WAYNE COUNTY 

IONIA COUNTY 

108CO COUNTY 

IRON COUNTY 

JACKSON CITY IN 
JACKSON COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY LESS 
JACKSON CITY 
KALKASKA COUNTY 
KEWEENAW COUNTY 

LAKE COUNTY 

LANSING CITY IN 
EATON COUNTY 

INGHAM COUNTY 

LAPEER COUNTY 
LEELANAU COUNTY 
LENAWEE COUNTY 
LINCOLN PARK CITY IN 
WAYNE COUNTY 

LUCB COUNTY 

MACKINAC COUNTY 
MACOMB COUNTY LESS 
CLINTON TOWNSHIP 
EAST DETROIT CITY 
ROSEVILLE CITY 





ED 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


MICHIGAN (CONT'D) 


MANISTES COUNTY 

MARQUETTE COUNTY 

MASON COUNTY 

MECOSTA COUNTY 

MENOMINEE COUNTY 

BALANCE OF MIDLAND COUNTY 


MISSAUKEE COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTCALM COUNTY 
MONTMORENCY COUNTY 
MOUNT MORRIS TOWNSHIP 


MUSKEGON CITY 
BALANCE OF MUSKEGON COUNTY 


NEWAYGO COUNTY 
OCEANA COUNTY 
OGEMAW COUNTY 
ONTONAGON COUNTY 
OSCEOLA COUNTY 
OSCODA COUNTY 
OTSEGO COUNTY 
PONTIAC CITY 


PORT HURON CITY 

PRESQUE ISLE COUNTY 
ROSCOMMON COUNTY 
ROSEVILLE CITY 

SAGINAW CITY 

BALANCE OF SAGINAW COUNTY 
SANILAC COUNTY 


SCHOOLCRAFT COUNTY 
SHIAWASSEE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


SHELBY TOWNSHIP 

ST CLAIR SHORES CITY 
STERLING HEIGHTS C Y 
WARREN CITY 
MANISTEE COUNTY 
MARQUETTE COUNTY 
MASON COUNTY 
MECOSTA COUNTY 
MENOMINEE COUNTY 
MIDLAND COUNTY LESS 
MIDLAND CITY 
MISSAURKEE COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTCALM COUNTY 
MONTMORENCY COUNTY 
MOUNT MORRIS TOWNSHIP IN 
GENESEE COUNTY 
MUSKEGON CITY IN 
MUSKEGON COUNTY 
MUSKEGON COUNTY LESS 
MUSKEGON CITY 
NEWAYGO COUNTY 
OCEANA COUNTY 
OGEMAW COUNTY 
ONTONAGON COUNTY 
OSCEOLA COUNTY 
OSCODA COUNTY 
OTSEGO COUNTY 
PONTIAC CITY IN 
OAKLAND COUNTY 

PORT HURON CITY IN 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY 
PRESQUE ISLE COUNTY 
ROSCOMMON COUNTY 
ROSEVILLE CITY IN 
MACOMB COUNTY 
SAGINAW CITY IN 
SAGINAW COUNTY 
SAGINAW COUNTY LESS 
SAGINAW CITY 
SAGINAW TOWNSHIP 
SANILAC COUNTY 
SCHOOLCRAFT COUNTY 
SHIAWASSEE COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


MICHIGAN (CONT'D) 


BALANCE OF ST. CLAIR COUNTY 


ST. JOSEPH COUNTY 
TAYLOR CITY 


TUSCOLA COUNTY 
VAN BUREN COUNTY 
WARREN CITY 


WEXFORD COUNTY 
YPSILANTI TOWNSHIP 


MINNESOTA 


AITKIN COUNTY 
BECKER COUNTY 
CARLTON COUNTY 
CASS COUNTY 
CLEARWATER COUNTY 
HUBBARD COUNTY 
ITASCA COUNTY 
KANABEC COUNTY 
KITTSON COUNTY 
KOOCHICHING COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 
MAHNOMEN COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MEEKER COUNTY 
MILLE LACS COUNTY 
MORRISON COUNTY 
PINE COUNTY 

POLK COUNTY 

RED LAKE COUNTY 
RENVILLE COUNTY 
BALANCE OF ST. LOUIS COUNTY 


SWIFT COUNTY 
WADENA COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ST. CLAIR COUNTY LESS 
PORT HURON CITY 

ST. JOSEPH COUNTY 
TAYLOR CITY IN 

WAYNE COUNTY 

TUSCOLA COUNTY 

VAN BUREN COUNTY 
WARREN CITY IN 

MACOMB COUNTY 

WEXFORD COUNTY 
YPSILANTI TOWNSHIP IN 
WASHTENAW COUNTY 


AITKIN COUNTY 
BECKER COUNTY 
CARLTON COUNTY 
CASS COUNTY 
CLEARWATER COUNTY 
HUBBARD COUNTY 
ITASCA COUNTY 
KANABEC COUNTY 
KITTSON COUNTY 
KOOCHICHING COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 
MAHNOMEN COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MEEKER COUNTY 
MILLE LACS COUNTY 
MORRISON COUNTY 
PINE COUNTY 

POLK COUNTY 

RED LAKE COUNTY 
RENVILLE COUNTY 
ST. LOUIS COUNTY LESS 
DULUTH CITY 

SWIFT COUNTY 
WADENA COUNTY 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ADAMS COUNTY 
ALCORN COUNTY 
AMITE COUNTY 
ATTALA COUNTY 
BENTON COUNTY 
BILOXI CITY 


BOLIVAR COUNTY 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
CARROLL COUNTY 
CHICKASAW COUNTY 
CHOCTAW COUNTY 
CLAIBORNE COUNTY 
CLARKE COUNTY 
CLAY COUNTY 
COAHOMA COUNTY 
COLUMBUS CITY 


COPIAH COUNTY 
COVINGTON COUNTY 
BALANCE OF FORREST COUNTY 


FRANKLIN COUNTY 
GEORGE COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
GREENVILLE CITY 


GRENADA COUNTY 
GULFPORT CITY 


HATTIESBURG CITY 


BALANCE OF HINDS COUNTY 


HOLMES COUNTY 

HUMPHREYS COUNTY 
ISSAQUENA COUNTY 

ITAWAMBA COUNTY 

BALANCE OF JACKSON COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ADAMS COUNTY 
ALCORN COUNTY 
AMITE COUNTY 
ATTALA COUNTY 
BENTON COUNTY 
BILOXI CITY IN 
HARRISON COUNTY 
BOLIVAR COUNTY 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
CARROLL COUNTY 
CHICKASAW COUNTY 
CHOCTAW COUNTY 
CLAIBORNE COUNTY 
CLARKE COUNTY 
CLAY COUNTY 
COAHOMA COUNTY 
COLUMBUS CITY IN 
LOWNDES COUNTY 
COPIAH COUNTY 
COVINGTON COUNTY 
FORREST COUNTY LESS 
HATTIESBURG CITY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
GEORGE COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
GREENVILLE CITY IN 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
GRENADA COUNTY 
GULFPORT CITY IN 
HARRISON COUNTY 
HATTIESBURG CITY IN 
FORREST COUNTY 
LAMAR COUNTY 
HINDS COUNTY LESS 
JACKSON CITY 
HOLMES COUNTY 
HUMPHREYS COUNTY 
ISSAQUENA COUNTY 
ITAWAMBA COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY LESS 
PASCAGOULA CITY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


MISSISSIPPI (CONT'D) 


JASPER COUNTY 

JEFFERSON COUNTY 

JEFFERSON DAVIS COUNTY 

JONES COUNTY 

KEMPER COUNTY 

BALANCE OF LAUDERDALE COUNTY 


LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LEAKE COUNTY 
BALANCE OF LEE COUNTY 


LEFLORE COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
BALANCE OF LOWNDES COUNTY 


MADISON COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
NESHOBA COUNTY 
NEWTON COUNTY 
NOXUBEE COUNTY 
PANOLA COUNTY 
PASCAGOULA CITY 


PEARL RIVER COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 

PIKE COUNTY 
PRENTISS COUNTY 
QUITMAN COUNTY 
SCOTT COUNTY 
SHARKEY COUNTY 
SIMPSON COUNTY 
SMITH COUNTY 

STONE COUNTY 
SUNFLOWER COUNTY 
TALLAHATCHIE COUNTY 
TATE COUNTY 

TIPPAH COUNTY 
TISHOMINGO COUNTY 
TUNICA COUNTY 
TUPELO CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


JASPER COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JEFFERSON DAVIS COUNTY 
JONES COUNTY 
KEMPER COUNTY 
LAUDERDALE COUNTY LESS 
MERIDIAN CITY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LEAKE COUNTY 

LEE COUNTY LESS 
TUPELO CITY 
LEFLORE COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
LOWNDES COUNTY LESS 
COLUMBUS CITY 
MADISON COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
NESHOBA COUNTY 
NEWTON COUNTY 
NOXUBEEB COUNTY 
PANOLA COUNTY 
PASCAGOULA CITY IN 
JACKSON COUNTY 
PEARL RIVER COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 

PIKE COUNTY 
PRENTISS COUNTY 
QUITMAN COUNTY 
SCOTT COUNTY 
SHARKEY COUNTY 
SIMPSON COUNTY 
SMITH COUNTY 

STONE COUNTY 
SUNFLOWER COUNTY 
TALLAHATCHIE COUNTY 
TATE COUNTY 

TIPPAH COUNTY 
TISHOMINGO COUNTY 
TUNICA COUNTY 
TUPELO CITY IN 

LEE COUNTY 








LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


MISSISSIPPI (CONT'D) 


VICKSBURG CITY 


WALTHALL COUNTY 
BALANCE OF WARREN COUNTY 


BALANCE OF WASHINGTON COUNTY 


WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WILKINSON COUNTY 
WINSTON COUNTY 
YALOBUSHA COUNTY 
YAZ0O COUNTY 


MISSOURI 


eee eee woe ee 


BOLLINGER COUNTY 
BUTLER COUNTY 
CARTER COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
DALLAS COUNTY 
DENT COUNTY 
DOUGLAS COUNTY 
DUNKLIN COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
HOWELL COUNTY 
IRON COUNTY 

LEWIS COUNTY 
MADISON COUNTY 
MILLER COUNTY 
MISSISSIPPI COUNTY 
NEW MADRID COUNTY 
OREGON COUNTY 
PEMISCOT COUNTY 
REYNOLDS COUNTY 
RIPLEY COUNTY 
SHANNON COUNTY 

ST LOUIS CITY 

ST. FRANCOIS COUNTY 
STODDARD COUNTY 
STONE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


VICKSBURG CITY IN 
WARREN COUNTY 
WALTHALL COUNTY 
WARREN COUNTY LESS 
VICKSBURG CITY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY LESS 
GREENVILLE CITY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WILKINSON COUNTY 
WINSTON COUNTY 
YALOBUSHA COUNTY 
YAZOO COUNTY 


BOLLINGER COUNTY 
BUTLER COUNTY 
CARTER COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
DALLAS COUNTY 
DENT COUNTY 
DOUGLAS COUNTY 
DUNKLIN COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
HOWELL COUNTY 
IRON COUNTY 

LEWIS COUNTY 
MADISON COUNTY 
MILLER COUNTY 
MISSISSIPPI COUNTY 
NEW MADRID COUNTY 
OREGON COUNTY 
PEMISCOT COUNTY 
REYNOLDS COUNTY 
RIPLEY COUNTY 
SHANNON COUNTY 

ST LOUIS CITY 

ST. FRANCOIS COUNTY 
STODDARD COUNTY 
STONE COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


MISSOURI (CONT'D) 


TANEY COUNTY 
TEXAS COUNTY 
WASHINGTON CCUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WRIGHT COUNTY 


MONTANA 


BIG HORN COUNTY 

BLAINE COUNTY 
BROADWATER COUNTY 

BUTTE - SILVER BOW CITY 


BALANCE OF CASCADE COUNTY 


DEER LODGE COUNTY 
FLATHEAD COUNTY 
GLACIER COUNTY 
GRANITE COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
MEAGHER COUNTY 
MINERAL COUNTY 
MUSSELSHELL COUNTY 
RAVALLI COUNTY 
RICHLAND COUNTY 
ROSEBUD: COUNTY 
SANDERS COUNTY 
BALANCE OF SILVER BOW COUNTY 


NEBRASKA 


LOUP COUNTY 
THURSTON COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 
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CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


TANEY COUNTY 
TEXAS COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WRIGHT COUNTY 


BIG HORN COUNTY 

BLAINE COUNTY 
BROADWATER COUNTY 
BUTTE - SILVER BOW CITY IN 
SILVER BOW COUNTY 
CASCADE COUNTY LESS 
GREAT FALLS CITY 

DEER LODGE COUNTY 
FLATHEAD COUNTY 
GLACIER COUNTY 

GRANITE COUNTY 

LAKE COUNTY 

LINCOLN COUNTY 
MEAGHER COUNTY 

MINERAL COUNTY 
MUSSELSHELL COUNTY 
RAVALLI COUNTY 
RICHLAND COUNTY 
ROSEBUD COUNTY 

SANDERS COUNTY 

SILVER BOW COUNTY LESS 
BUTTE - SILVER BOW CITY 


LOUP COUNTY 
THURSTON COUNTY 








LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


HENDERSON CITY 


LANDER COUNTY 
NORTH LAS VEGAS CITY 


STOREY COUNTY 
WHITE PINE COUNTY 


NEW JERSEY 
ATLANTIC CITY 
CAMDEN CITY 
CAPE MAY COUNTY 
BALANCE OF CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
HOBOKEN CITY 
JERSEY CITY 
MILLVILLE CITY 
NEWARK CITY 
PASSAIC CITY 
PATERSON CITY 
PERTH AMBOY CITY 


UNION CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


HENDERSON CITY IN 
CLARK COUNTY 

LANDER COUNTY 

NORTH LAS VEGAS CITY IN 
CLARK COUNTY 

STOREY COUNTY 

WHITE PINE COUNTY 


ATLANTIC CITY IN 
ATLANTIC COUNTY 
CAMDEN CITY IN 
CAMDEN COUNTY 
CAPE MAY COUNTY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY LESS 
MILLVILLE CITY 
VINELAND CITY 
HOBOKEN CITY IN 
HUDSON COUNTY 
JERSEY CITY IN 
HUDSON COUNTY 
MILLVILLE CITY IN 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
NEWARK CITY IN 
ESSEX. COUNTY 
PASSAIC CITY IN 
PASSAIC COUNTY 
PATERSON CITY IN 
PASSAIC COUNTY 
PERTH AMBOY CITY IN 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY 
UNION CITY IN 
HUDSON COUNTY 








PSETD 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 





ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ALAMOGORDO CITY 
CARLSBAD CITY 


CATRON COUNTY 
CIBOLA COUNTY 
COLFAX COUNTY 
DE BACA COUNTY 
BALANCE OF EDDY COUNTY 


FARMINGTON CITY 


GRANT COUNTY 
GUADALUPE COUNTY 
HARDING COUNTY 
HOBBS CITY 


LUNA COUNTY 
MC KINLEY COUNTY 
MORA COUNTY 
QUAY COUNTY 
RIO ARRIBA COUNTY 
ROSWELL CITY 


BALANCE OF SAN JUAN COUNTY 
SAN MIGUEL COUNTY 

SANDOVAL COUNTY 

SOCORRO COUNTY 

TAOS COUNTY 


TORRANCE COUNTY 
VALENCIA COUNTY 


NEW YORK 
AUBURN CITY 
BRONX COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ALAMOGORDO CITY IN 
OTERO COUNTY 
CARLSBAD CITY IN 
EDDY COUNTY 
CATRON COUNTY 
CIBOLA COUNTY 
COLFAX COUNTY 

DE BACA COUNTY 
EDDY COUNTY LESS 
CARLSBAD CITY 
FARMINGTON CITY IN 
SAN JUAN COUNTY 
GRANT COUNTY 
GUADALUPE COUNTY 
HARDING COUNTY 
HOBBS CITY IN 

LEA COUNTY 

LUNA COUNTY 

MC KINLEY COUNTY 
MORA COUNTY 

QUAY COUNTY 

RIO ARRIBA COUNTY 
ROSWELL CITY IN 
CHAVES COUNTY 

SAN JUAN COUNTY LESS 
FARMINGTON CITY 
SAN MIGUEL COUNTY 
SANDOVAL COUNTY 
SOCORRO COUNTY 
TAOS COUNTY 
TORRANCE COUNTY 
VALENCIA COUNTY 


AUBURN CITY IN 
CAYUGA COUNTY 
BRONX COUNTY 





ED 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


NEW YORK (CONT'D) 


BUFFALO CITY 


CATTARAUGUS COUNTY 
ELMIRA CITY 


ESSEX COUNTY 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

FULTON COUNTY 

HAMILTON COUNTY 

HERKIMER COUNTY 

BALANCE OF JEFFERSON COUNTY 


KINGS COUNTY 

LEWIS COUNTY 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 

BALANCE OF NIAGARA COUNTY 


NIAGARA FALLS CITY 


ORLEANS COUNTY 
OSWEGO COUNTY 
WATERTOWN CITY 


NORTH CAROLINA 


BLADEN COUNTY 
BRUNSWICK COUNTY 
CHEROKEE COUNTY 
COLUMBUS COUNTY 
GRAHAM COUNTY 
HYDE COUNTY 

MC DOWELL COUNTY 
ROBESON COUNTY 
SAMPSON COUNTY 
SWAIN COUNTY 
TYRRELL COUNTY 
WILSON CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


Oe ew eo ee on oe eee ee eee eees 


BUFFALO CITY IN 

ERIE COUNTY 
CATTARAUGUS COUNTY 
ELMIRA CITY IN 
CHEMUNG COUNTY 

ESSEX COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
FULTON COUNTY 
HAMILTON COUNTY 
HERKIMER COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY LESS 
WATERTOWN CITY 

KINGS COUNTY 

LEWIS. COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
NIAGARA COUNTY LESS 
NIAGARA FALLS CITY 
NORTH TONAWANDA CITY 
NIAGARA FALLS CITY IN 
NIAGARA COUNTY 
ORLEANS COUNTY 
OSWEGO COUNTY 
WATERTOWN CITY IN 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 


BLADEN COUNTY 
BRUNSWICK COUNTY 
CHEROKEE COUNTY 
COLUMBUS COUNTY 
GRAHAM COUNTY 
HYDE COUNTY 

MC DOWELL COUNTY 
ROBESON COUNTY 
SAMPSON COUNTY 
SWAIN COUNTY 
TYRRELL COUNTY 
WILSON CITY IN 
WILSON COUNTY 





S9DH0N / L861 ‘ZZ 19q0}90 ‘Aepsany, / 202 ‘ON ‘ZS “JOA / 19\SIBey JeIapay 





























LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


DUNN COUNTY 
EDDY COUNTY 
KIDDER COUNTY 
MC HENRY COUNTY 
MC LEAN COUNTY 
MERCER COUNTY 
MOUNTRAIL COUNTY 
ROLETTS COUNTY 
SIOUX COUNTY 
SLOPE COUNTY 
STARK COUNTY 
WILLIAMS COUNTY 


ADAMS COUNTY 
AKRON CITY 


ASHLAND COUNTY 
ASHTABULA COUNTY 
ATHENS COUNTY 
BARBERTON CITY 


BELMONT COUNTY 
BROWN COUNTY 
CANTON CITY 


CARROLL COUNTY 
CINCINNATI CITY 


CLEVELAND CITY 


COLUMBIANA COUNTY 
COSHOCTON COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
DARKE COUNTY 
DAYTON CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


DUNN COUNTY 
EDDY COUNTY 
KIDDER COUNTY 
MC HENRY COUNTY 
MC LEAN COUNTY 
MERCER COUNTY 
MOUNTRAIL COUNTY 
ROLETTE COUNTY 
SIOUX COUNTY 
SLOPE COUNTY 
STARK COUNTY 
WILLIAMS COUNTY 


ADAMS COUNTY 
AKRON CITY IN 
SUMMIT COUNTY 
ASHLAND COUNTY 
ASHTABULA COUNTY 
ATHENS COUNTY 
BARBERTON CITY IN 
SUMMIT COUNTY 
BELMONT COUNTY 
BROWN COUNTY 
CANTON CITY IN 
STARK COUNTY 
CARROLL COUNTY 
CINCINNATI. CITY IN 
HAMILTON COUNTY 
CLEVELAND CITY IN 
CUYAHOGA COUNTY 
COLUMBIANA COUNTY 
COSHOCTON COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
DARKE COUNTY 
DAYTON CITY IN 
MONTGOMERY -COUNTY 








ED 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


DEFIANCE COUNTY 
EAST CLEVELAND CITY 


ELYRIA CITY 


BALANCE OF FAIRFIELD COUNTY 


FAYETTE COUNTY 
FULTON COUNTY 
GALLIA COUNTY 
GUERNSEY COUNTY 
HAMILTON CITY 


HARDIN COUNTY 
HARRISON COUNTY 

HENRY COUNTY 

HIGHLAND COUNTY 
HOCKING COUNTY 

HURON COUNTY 

JACKSON COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 

KNOX COUNTY 

BALANCE OF LAKE COUNTY 


LANCASTER CITY 


LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LIMA CITY 


LOGAN COUNTY 
LORAIN CITY 


BALANCE OF LORAIN COUNTY 


MANSFIELD CITY 
MARION CITY 
BALANCE OF MARION COUNTY 


MASSILLON CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


DEFIANCE COUNTY 


EAST CLEVELAND CITY IN 


CUYAHOGA COUNTY 
ELYRIA CITY IN 
LORAIN COUNTY 


FAIRFIELD COUNTY LESS 


COLUMBUS CITY 
LANCASTER CITY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FULTON COUNTY 
GALLIA COUNTY 
GUERNSEY COUNTY 
HAMILTON CITY IN 
BUTLER COUNTY 
HARDIN COUNTY 
HARRISON COUNTY 
HENRY COUNTY 
HIGHLAND COUNTY 
HOCKING COUNTY 
HURON COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
KNOX COUNTY 

LAKE COUNTY LESS 
MENTOR CITY 
LANCASTER CITY IN 
FAIRFIELD COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LIMA CITY IN 
ALLEN COUNTY 
LOGAN COUNTY 
LORAIN CITY IN 
LORAIN COUNTY 
LORAIN COUNTY. LESS 
ELYRIA CITY 
LORAIN CITY 
MANSFIELD CITY IN 
RICHLAND COUNTY 
MARION CITY IN 
MARION COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY LESS 
MARION CITY 
MASSILLON CITY IN 
STARK COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


eee www ew ew www ww wooo we ooo enn 


OHIO (CONT'D) 


MEIGS COUNTY 
MENTOR CITY 


MERCER COUNTY 
MIDDLETOWN CITY 


MONROE COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
MORROW COUNTY 
BALANCE OF MUSKINGUM COUNTY 


NEWARK CITY 


NOBLE COUNTY 

OTTAWA COUNTY 

PERRY COUNTY 

PIKE COUNTY 

BALANCE OF PORTAGE COUNTY 


PUTNAM COUNTY 
BALANCE OF RICHLAND COUNTY 


ROSS COUNTY 
SANDUSKY COUNTY 
SCIOTO COUNTY 
SENECA COUNTY 
SHELBY COUNTY 
SPRINGFIELD CITY 


BALANCE OF STARK COUNTY 


TOLEDO CITY 

BALANCE OF TRUMBULL COUNTY 
TUSCARAWAS COUNTY 

VINTON COUNTY 

WARREN CITY 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 


WILLIAMS COUNTY 
WYANDOT COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


MEIGS COUNTY 
MENTOR CITY IN 
LAKE COUNTY 

MERCER COUNTY 
MIDDLETOWN CITY IN 
BUTLER COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
MORROW COUNTY 
MUSKINGUM COUNTY LESS 
ZANESVILLE CITY 
NEWARK CITY IN 
LICKING COUNTY 
NOBLE COUNTY 
OTTAWA COUNTY 

PERRY COUNTY 

PIKE COUNTY 

PORTAGE COUNTY LESS 
KENT CITY 

PUTNAM COUNTY 
RICHLAND COUNTY LESS 
MANSFIELD CITY 

ROSS COUNTY 
SANDUSKY COUNTY 
SCIOTO COUNTY 
SENECA COUNTY 
SHELBY COUNTY 
SPRINGFIELD CITY IN 
CLARK COUNTY 

STARK COUNTY LESS 
CANTON CITY 
MASSILLON CITY 
TOLEDO CITY IN 
LUCAS COUNTY 
TRUMBULL COUNTY LESS 
WARREN CITY 
TUSCARAWAS COUNTY 
VINTON COUNTY 
WARREN CITY IN 
TRUMBULL COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WILLIAMS COUNTY 
WYANDOT COUNTY 








LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


YOUNGSTOWN CITY 


ZANESVILLE CITY 


OKLAHOMA 


ADAIR COUNTY 
BECKHAM COUNTY 
CADDO COUNTY 
CHEROKEE COUNTY 
CHOCTAW COUNTY 
COAL COUNTY 
CRAIG COUNTY 
CREEK COUNTY 
DELAWARE COUNTY 
GARVIN COUNTY 
GRADY COUNTY 
HASKELL COUNTY 
HUGHES COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
LATIMER COUNTY 
LE FLORE COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
MAYES COUNTY 

MC CURTAIN COUNTY 
MC INTOSH COUNTY 
MURRAY COUNTY 
MUSKOGEE CITY 


BALANCE OF MUSKOGEE COUNTY 


NOWATA COUNTY 
OKFUSKEE COUNTY 
OKMULGEE COUNTY 
OTTAWA COUNTY 
PAWNEE COUNTY 
PITTSBURG COUNTY 
PUSHMATAHA COUNTY 
ROGER MILLS COUNTY 
ROGERS COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


YOUNGSTOWN CITY IN 
MAHONING COUNTY 
ZANESVILLE CITY IN 
MUSKINGUM COUNTY 


ADAIR COUNTY 
BECKHAM COUNTY 
CADDO COUNTY 
CHEROKEE COUNTY 
CHOCTAW COUNTY 
COAL COUNTY 
CRAIG COUNTY 
CREEK COUNTY 
DELAWARE COUNTY 
GARVIN COUNTY 
GRADY COUNTY 
HASKELL COUNTY 
HUGHES COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
LATIMER COUNTY 
LE FLORE COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
MAYES COUNTY 

MC CURTAIN COUNTY 
MC INTOSH COUNTY 
MURRAY COUNTY 
MUSKOGEE CITY IN 
MUSKOGEE COUNTY 
MUSKOGEE COUNTY LESS 
MUSKOGEE CITY 
NOWATA COUNTY 
OKFUSKEE COUNTY 
OKMULGEE COUNTY 
OTTAWA COUNTY 
PAWNEE COUNTY 
PITTSBURG COUNTY 
PUSHMATAHA COUNTY 
ROGER MILLS COUNTY 
ROGERS COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 














































OKLAHOMA (CONT'D) 


SEMINOLE COUNTY 
SEQUOYAH COUNTY 
SHAWNEE CITY 


STEPHENS COUNTY 
WOODWARD COUNTY 


ALBANY CITY 


BAKER COUNTY 
COLUMBIA COUNTY 
Coos COUNTY 

CROOK COUNTY 
CURRY COUNTY 
DESCHUTES COUNTY 
DOUGLAS COUNTY 
GRANT COUNTY 
HARNEY COUNTY 
HOOD RIVER COUNTY 
BALANCE OF JACKSON COUNTY 


JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JOSEPHINE COUNTY 
KLAMATH COUNTY 

LAKE COUNTY 

BALANCE OF LANE COUNTY 


LINCOLN COUNTY 
BALANCE OF LINN COUNTY 


MALHEUR COUNTY 
BALANCE OF MARION COUNTY 


MEDFORD CITY 
MORROW COUNTY 
PORTLAND CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


SEMINOLE COUNTY 
SEQUOYAH COUNTY 
SHAWNEE CITY IN 
POTTAWATOMIE COUNTY 
STEPHENS COUNTY 
WOODWARD COUNTY 


ALBANY CITY IN 
LINN COUNTY 
BAKER COUNTY 
COLUMBIA COUNTY 
coos COUNTY 
CROOK COUNTY 
CURRY COUNTY 
DESCHUTES COUNTY 
DOUGLAS COUNTY 
GRANT COUNTY 
HARNEY COUNTY 
HOOD RIVER COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY LESS 
MEDFORD CITY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JOSEPHINE COUNTY 
KLAMATH COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 

LANE COUNTY LESS 
EUGENE CITY 
SPRINGFIELD CITY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
LINN COUNTY LESS 
ALBANY CITY 
MALHEUR COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY LESS 
SALEM CITY 
MEDFORD CITY IN 
JACKSON COUNTY 
MORROW COUNTY 
PORTLAND CITY IN 
CLACKAMAS COUNTY 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


SHERMAN COUNTY 
SPRINGFIELD CITY 


TILLAMOOK COUNTY 
UMATILLA COUNTY 
UNION COUNTY 
WALLOWA COUNTY 
WASCO COUNTY 
WHEELER COUNTY 
YAMHILL COUNTY 


PENNSYLVANIA 


ALLENTOWN CITY 
ALTOONA CITY 


ARMSTRONG COUNTY 

BEAVER COUNTY 

BEDFORD COUNTY 

BALANCE OF BLAIR COUNTY 


BALANCE OF CAMBRIA COUNTY 


CAMERON COUNTY 
CARBON COUNTY 
CHESTER CITY 


CLARION COUNTY 
CLEARFIELD COUNTY 
CLINTON COUNTY 
COLUMBIA COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
ELK COUNTY 

ERIE CITY 


BALANCE OF ERIE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS 


MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
SHERMAN COUNTY 
SPRINGFIELD CITY IN 
LANE COUNTY 
TILLAMOOK COUNTY 
UMATILLA COUNTY 
UNION COUNTY 
WALLOWA COUNTY 
WASCO COUNTY 
WHEELER COUNTY 
YAMHILL COUNTY 


ALLENTOWN CITY IN 
LEHIGH COUNTY 
ALTOONA CITY IM 
BLAIR COUNTY 
ARMSTRONG COUNTY 
BEAVER COUNTY 
BEDFORD COUNTY 
BLAIR COUNTY LESS 
ALTOONA CITY 
CAMBRIA COUNTY LESS 
JOHNSTOWN CITY 
CAMERON COUNTY 
CARBON COUNTY 
CHESTER CITY IN 
DELAWARE COUNTY 
CLARION COUNTY 
CLEARFIELD COUNTY 
CLINTON COUNTY 
COLUMBIA COUNTY 
CRAWFORD COUNTY 
ELK COUNTY 

ERIE CITY IN 

ERIE COUNTY 

ERIE COUNTY LESS 
ERIE CITY 
MILLCREEK TOWNSHIP 
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@SELP 


INCLUDED 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


PENNSYLVANIA (CONT'D) 


FAYETTE COUNTY 
FOREST COUNTY 
FULTON COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
HAZLETON CITY 


HUNTINGDON COUNTY 
INDIANA COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JOHNSTOWN CITY 


JUNIATA COUNTY 
BALANCE OF LAWRENCE COUNTY 


BALANCE OF LUZERNE COUNTY 


MC KEAN COUNTY 
MCKEESPORT CITY 


MERCER COUNTY 
MIFFLIN COUNTY 
NORTH HUNTINGTON TOWNSHIP 


NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY 
POTTER COUNTY 
READING CITY 


SCHUYLKILL COUNTY 
SOMERSET COUNTY 
SUSQUEHANNA COUNTY 
TIOGA COUNTY 

VENANGO COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WEST MIFFLIN BOROUGH 


BALANCE OF WFSTMORELAND COUNTY 


WILKES-BARRE CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


FAYETTE COUNTY 
FOREST COUNTY 

FULTON COUNTY 

GREENE COUNTY 
HAZLETON CITY IN 
LUZERNE COUNTY 
HUNTINGDON COUNTY 
INDIANA COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JOHNSTOWN CITY IN 
CAMBRIA COUNTY 
JUNIATA COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY LESS 
NEW CASTLE CITY 
LUZBRNE COUNTY LESS 
HAZLETON CITY 
WILKES-BARRE CITY 

MC KEAN COUNTY 
MCKBESPORT CITY IN 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY 
MERCER COUNTY 

MIFFLIN COUNTY 

NORTH HUNTINGTON TOWNSHIP IN 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY 
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY 
POTTER COUNTY 

READING CITY IN 

BERKS COUNTY 
SCHUYLKILL COUNTY 
SOMERSET COUNTY 
SUSQUEHANNA COUNTY 
TIOGA COUNTY 

VENANGO COUNTY 
WASHINGTON COUNTY 
WEST MIFFLIN BOROUGH IN 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY LESS 
HEMPFIELD TOWNSHIP 
NORTH HUNTINGTON TOWNSHIP 
WILKES-BARRE CITY IN 
LUZERNE COUNTY 






LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ADJUNTAS MUNICIPIO 
AGYADA MUNICIPIO 
AGWADILLA MUNICIPIO 
AGUAS BUENAS MUNICIPIO 
AIBONITO MUNICIPIO 
ANASCO MUNICIPIO 
ARECIBO MUNICIPIO 
ARROYO MUNICIPIO 
BARCELONETA MUNICIPIO 
BARRANQUITAS MUNICIPIO 
BAYAMON MUNICIPIO 
CABO ROJO MUNICIPIO 
CAGUAS MUNICIPIO 
CAMUY MUNICIPIO 
CANOVANAS MUNICIPIO 
CAROLINA MUNICIPIO 
CATANO MUNICIPIO 
CAYEY MUNICIPIO 
CEIBA MUNICIPIO 
CIALES MUNICIPIO 
CIDRA MUNICIPIO 
COAMO MUNICIPIO 
COMERIO MUNICIPIO 
COROZAL MUNICIPIO 
CULEBRA MUNICIPIO 
DORADO MUNICIPIO 
FAJARDO MUNICIPIO 
FLORIDA MUNICIPIO 
GUANICA MUNICIPIO 
GUAYAMA MUNICIPIO 
GUAYANILLA MUNICIPIO 
GURABO MUNICIPIO 
HATILLO MUNICIPIO 
HORMIGUEROS MUNICIPIO 
HUMACAO MUNICIPIO 
ISABELA MUNICIPIO 
JAYUYA MUNICIPIO 
JUANA DIAZ MUNICIPIO 
JUNCOS MUNICIPIO 
LAJAS MUNICIPIO 
LARES MUNICIPIO 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ADJUNTAS MUNICIPIO 
AGUADA MUNICIPIO 
AGUADILLA MUNICIPIO 
AGUAS BUENAS MUNICIPIO 
AIBONITO MUNICIPIO 
ANASCO MUNICIPIO 
ARECIBO MUNICIPIO 
ARROYO MUNICIPIO 
BARCELONETA MUNICIPIO 
BARRANQUITAS MUNICIPIO 
BAYAMON MUNICIPIO 
CABO ROJO MUNICIPIO 
CAGUAS MUNICIPIO 
CAMUY MUNICIPIO 
CANOVANAS MUNICIPIO 
CAROLINA MUNICIPIO 
CATANO MUNICIPIO 
CAYEY MUNICIPIO 
CEIBA MUNICIPIO 
CIALES MUNICIPIO 
CIDRA MUNICIPIO 
COAMO MUNICIPIO 
COMERIO MUNICIPIO 
COROZAL MUNICIPIO 
CULEBRA MUNICIPIO 
DORADO MUNICIPIO 
FAJARDO MUNICIPIO 
FLORIDA MUNICIPIO 
GUANICA MUNICIPIO 
GUAYAMA MUNICIPIO 
GUAYANILLA MUNICIPIO 
GURABO MUNICIPIO 
HATILLO MUNICIPIO 
HORMIGUBROS MUNICIPIO 
HUMACAO MUNICIPIO 
ISABELA MUNICIPIO 
JAYUYA MUNICIPIO 
JUANA DIAZ MUNICIPIO 
JUNCOS MUNICIPIO 
LAJAS MUNICIPIO 
LARES MUNICIPIO 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


PUERTO RICO (CONT'D) 


LAS MARIAS MUNICIPIO 
LAS PIEDRAS MUNICIPIO 
LOIZA MUNICIPIO 
LUQUILLO MUNICIPIO 
MANATI MUNICIPIO 
MARICAO MUNICIPIO 
MAUNABO MUNICIPIO 
MAYAGUEZ MUNICIPIO 
MOCA MUNICIPIO 

MOROVIS MUNICIPIO 
NAGUABO MUNICIPIO 
NARANJITO MUNICIPIO 
OROCOVIS MUNICIPIO 
PATILLAS MUNICIPIO 
PENUELAS MUNICIPIO 
PONCE MUNICIPIO 
QUEBRADILLAS MUNICIPIO 
RINCON MUNICIPIO 

RIO GRANDE MUNICIPIO 
SABANA GRANDE MUNICIPIO 
SALINAS MUNICIPIO 

SAN GERMAN MUNICIPIO 
SAN JUAN MUNICIPIO 

SAN LORENZO MUNICIPIO 
SAN SEBASTIAN MUNICIPIO 
SANTA ISABEL MUNICIPIO 
TOA ALTA MUNICIPIO 

TOA BAJA MUNICIPIO 
TRUJILLO ALTO MUNICIPIO 
UTUADO MUNICIPIO 

VEGA ALTA MUNICIPIO 
VEGA BAJA MUNICIPIO 
VIEQUES MUNICIPIO 
VILLALBA MUNICIPIO 
YABUCOA MUNICIPIO 
YAUCO MUNICIPIO 


RHODE ISLAND 


NEW SHOREHAM TOWN 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


LAS MARIAS MUNICIPIO 
LAS PIEDRAS MUNICIPIO 
LOIZA MUNICIPIO 
LUQUILLO MUNICIPIO 
MANATI MUNICIPIO 
MARICAO MUNICIPIO 
MAUNABO MUNICIPIO 
MAYAGUEZ MUNICIPIO 
MOCA MUNICIPIO 

MOROVIS MUNICIPIO 
NAGUABO MUNICIPIO 
NARANJITO MUNICIPIO 
OROCOVIS MUNICIPIO 
PATILLAS MUNICIPIO 
PENUELAS MUNICIPIO 
PONCE MUNICIPIO 
QUEBRADILLAS MUNICIPIO 
RINCON MUNICIPIO 

RIO GRANDE MUNICIPIO 
SABANA GRANDE MUNICIPIO 
SALINAS MUNICIPIO 

SAN GERMAN MUNICIPIO 
SAN JUAN MUNICIPIO 

SAN LORENZO MUNICIPIO 
SAN SEBASTIAN MUNICIPIO 
SANTA ISABEL MUNICIPIO 
TOA ALTA MUNICIPIO 

TOA BAJA MUNICIPIO 
TRUJILLO ALTO MUNICIPIO 
UTUADO MUNICIPIO 

VEGA ALTA MUNICIPIO 
VEGA BAJA MUNICIPIO 
VIEQUES MUNICIPIO 
VILLALBA MUNICIPIO 
YABUCOA MUNICIPIO 
YAUCO MUNICIPIO 


NEW SHOREHAM TOWN 
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INCLUDED 


LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMSER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ABBEVILLE COUNTY 
ALLENDALE COUNTY 
ANDERSON CITY 


BAMBERG COUNTY 

CHESTER COUNTY 
CLARENDON COUNTY 
DARLINGTON COUNTY 
DILLON COUNTY 
GEORGETOWN COUNTY 
GREENWOOD COUNTY 
HAMPTON. COUNTY 

BALANCE OF HORRY COUNTY 


LANCASTER COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARLBORO COUNTY 

MC CORMICK COUNTY 
ORANGEBURG COUNTY 
UNION COUNTY 
WILLIAMSBURG COUNTY 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


BUFFALO COUNTY 
SHANNON COUNTY 


TENNESSEE 


BEDFORD COUNTY 
BENTON COUNTY 
CAMPBELL COUNTY 
CANNON COUNTY 
CARROLL COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ABBEVILLE COUNTY 
ALLENDALE COUNTY 
ANDERSON CITY IN 
ANDERSON COUNTY 
BAMBERG COUNTY 
CHESTER COUNTY 
CLARENDON COUNTY 
DARLINGTON COUNTY 
DILLON COUNTY 
GEORGETOWN COUNTY 
GREENWOOD COUNTY 
HAMPTON COUNTY 
HORRY COUNTY LESS 
MYRTLE BEACH CITY 
LANCASTER COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARLBORO COUNTY 
MC CORMICK COUNTY 
ORANGEBURG COUNTY 
UNION COUNTY 


WILLIAMSBURG COUNTY 


BUFFALO COUNTY 
SHANNON COUNTY 


BEDFORD COUNTY 
BENTON COUNTY 
CAMPBELL COUNTY 
CANNON COUNTY 
CARROLL COUNTY 
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OSETP 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


TENNESSEE (CONT'D) 


BALANCE OF CARTER COUNTY 


CHESTER COUNTY 
CLAIBORNE COUNTY 
CLARKSVILLE CITY 


COCKE COUNTY 
COFFEE COUNTY 
COLUMBIA CITY 


CROCKETT COUNTY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
DE KALB COUNTY 
DECATUR COUNTY 
DYER COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FENTRESS COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
GIBSON COUNTY 
GILES COUNTY 
GRAINGER COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
GRUNDY COUNTY 
HAMBLEN COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARDEMAN COUNTY 
HARDIN COUNTY 
BALANCE OF HAWKINS COUNTY 


HAYWOOD COUNTY 
HENDERSON COUNTY 
HENRY COUNTY 
HICKMAN COUNTY 
HOUSTON COUNTY 
HUMPHREYS COUNTY 
JACKSON CITY 


JACKSON COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
JOHNSON COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 
LAUDERDALE COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LEWIS COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


CARTER COUNTY LESS 
JOHNSON CITY 
CHESTER COUNTY 
CLAIBORNE COUNTY 
CLARKSVILLE CITY IN 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
COCKE COUNTY 
COFFEE COUNTY 
COLUMBIA, CITY IN 
MAURY COUNTY 
CROCKETT COUNTY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
DE KALB COUNTY 
DECATUR COUNTY 
DYER COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
FENTRESS COUNTY 
FRANKLIN COUNTY 
GIBSON COUNTY 
GILES COUNTY 
GRAINGER COUNTY 
GREENE COUNTY 
GRUNDY COUNTY 
HAMBLEN COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARDEMAN COUNTY 
HARDIN COUNTY 
HAWKINS COUNTY LESS 
KINGSPORT CITY 
HAYWOOD COUNTY 
HENDERSON COUNTY 
HENRY COUNTY 
HICKMAN COUNTY 
HOUSTON COUNTY 
HUMPHREYS COUNTY 
JACKSON CITY IN 
MADISON COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
JEFFERSON . COUNTY 
JOHNSON COUNTY 
LAKE COUNTY 
LAUDERDALE COUNTY 
LAWRENCE COUNTY 
LEWIS COUNTY 











LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


TENNESSEE (CONT'D) 


LINCOLN COUNTY 

LOUDON COUNTY 

MACON COUNTY 

MARION COUNTY 

MARSHALL COUNTY 

BALANCE OF MAURY COUNTY 


MC MINN COUNTY 
MC NAIRY COUNTY 
MEIGS COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
OVERTON COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 
PICKETT COUNTY 
POLK COUNTY 
PUTNAM COUNTY 
RHEA COUNTY 
SCOTT COUNTY 
SEQUATCHIE COUNTY 
SEVIER COUNTY 
STEWART COUNTY 
TIPTON COUNTY 
UNICOI COUNTY 
UNION COUNTY 
VAN BUREN COUNTY 
WARREN COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WHITE COUNTY 


ANDERSON COUNTY 
BALANCE OF ANGELINA COUNTY 


ARANSAS COUNTY 
BAYTOWN CITY 


BEAUMONT CITY 
BEE COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS 


LINCOLN COUNTY 
LOUDON COUNTY 
MACON COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY. 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
MAURY COUNTY LESS 
COLUMBIA CITY 

MC MINN COUNTY 
MC NAIRY COUNTY 
MEIGS COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
OVERTON COUNTY 
PERRY COUNTY 
PICKETT GOUNTY 
POLK COUNTY 
PUTNAM COUNTY 
RHEA COUNTY 
SCOTT COUNTY 
SEQUATCHIE COUNTY 
SEVIER COUNTY 
STEWART COUNTY 
TIPTON COUNTY 
UNICOI COUNTY 
UNION COUNTY 
VAN BUREN COUNTY 
WARREN COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 
WHITE COUNTY 


ANDERSON COUNTY 
ANGELINA COUNTY LESS 
LUFKIN CITY 

ARANSAS COUNTY 
BAYTOWN CITY IN 
HARRIS COUNTY 
BEAUMONT CITY IN 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
BEE COUNTY 
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INCLUDED 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
















































BIG SPRING CITY 


BRAZORIA COUNTY 
BROOKS COUNTY 
BROWNSVILLE CITY 


CALHOUN COUNTY 
BALANCE OF CAMERON COUNTY 


CAMP COUNTY 

CASS COUNTY 
CHILDRESS COUNTY 
CORPUS CHRISTI CITY 


CROCKETT COUNTY 
CROSBY COUNTY 
CULBERSON COUNTY 
DAWSON COUNTY 
DEAF. SMITH COUNTY 
DEL RIO CITY 


DICKENS COUNTY 

DIMMIT COUNTY 

DUVAL COUNTY 

BALANCE OF ECTOR COUNTY 
EDINBURG CITY 

EL PASO CITY 

BALANCE OF EL PASO COUNTY 
FRIO COUNTY 

GAINES COUNTY 

GALVESTON CITY 

BALANCE OF GALVESTON COUNTY 
GARZA COUNTY 

BALANCE OF GREGG COUNTY 
HARDIN COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


BIG SPRING CITY IN 
HOWARD COUNTY 
BRAZORIA COUNTY 
BROOKS COUNTY 
BROWNSVILLE CITY IN 
CAMERON COUNTY 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
CAMERON COUNTY LESS 
BROWNSVILLE CITY 
HARLINGEN CITY 

CAMP COUNTY 

CASS COUNTY 
CHILDRESS COUNTY 
CORPUS CHRISTI CITY IN 
NUECES COUNTY 
CROCKETT COUNTY 
CROSBY COUNTY 
CULBERSON COUNTY 
DAWSON COUNTY 

DEAF SMITH COUNTY 
DEL RIO CITY IN 

VAL VERDE COUNTY 
DICKENS COUNTY 
DIMMIT COUNTY 

DUVAL COUNTY 

ECTOR COUNTY. LESS 
ODESSA CITY 
EDINBURG CITY IN 
HIDALGO COUNTY 

EL PASO CITY IN 

EL PASO COUNTY 

EL PASO COUNTY LESS 
EL PASO CITY 

FRIO COUNTY 

GAINES COUNTY 
GALVESTON CITY IN 
GALVESTON COUNTY 
GALVESTON COUNTY LESS 
GALVESTON CITY 
TEXAS CITY 

GARZA COUNTY 

GREGG COUNTY LESS 
LONGVIEW CITY 
HARDIN COUNTY 





LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


HARLINGEN CITY 
BALANCE OF HARRISON COUNTY 


BALANCE OF HIDALGO COUNTY 


HOUSTON CITY 


JASPER COUNTY 
BALANCE OF JEFFERSON COUNTY 


JIM HOGG COUNTY 
JIM WELLS COUNTY 
KARNES COUNTY 
KILLEEN CITY 


KINGSVILLE CITY 


LA SALLE COUNTY 
LAREDO CITY 


LEON COUNTY 
LIBERTY COUNTY 
LIVE OAK COUNTY 
LONGVIEW CITY 


LOVING COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MATAGORDA COUNTY 
MAVERICK COUNTY 
MC ALLEN CITY 


MC CULLOCH COUNTY 
MISSION CITY 


MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
MORRIS COUNTY 
NACOGDOCHES CITY 


(CONTINUED) 


HARLINGEN. CITY IN 
CAMERON COUNTY 
HARRISON COUNTY LESS 
LONGVIEW CITY 
HIDALGO COUNTY LESS 
EDINBURG CITY 

MC ALLEN CITY 
MISSION CITY 
HOUSTON CITY IN 
FORT BEND COUNTY 
HARRIS COUNTY 
JASPER COUNTY 
JEFFERSON COUNTY LESS 
BEAUMONT CITY 
PORT ARTHUR CITY 
JIM HOGG COUNTY 
JIM WELLS COUNTY 
KARNES COUNTY 
KILLEEN CITY IN 
BELL COUNTY 
KINGSVILLE CITY IN 
KLEBERG COUNTY 

LA SALLE COUNTY 
LAREDO CITY IN 
WEBB COUNTY 

LEON COUNTY 
LIBERTY COUNTY 
LIVE OAK COUNTY 
LONGVIEW CITY IN 
GREGG COUNTY 
HARRISON COUNTY 
LOVING COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MATAGORDA COUNTY 
MAVERICK COUNTY 

MC ALLEN CITY IN 
HIDALGO COUNTY 

MC CULLOCH COUNTY 
MISSION CITY IN 
HIDALGO COUNTY 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
MORRIS COUNTY 
NACOGDOCHES CITY IN 
NACOGDOCHES COUNTY 
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LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 
ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 









































NAVARRO COUNTY 

NEWTON COUNTY 

NOLAN COUNTY 

BALANCE OF NUECES COUNTY 


ODESSA CITY 

ORANGE CITY 

BALANCE OF ORANGE COUNTY 
PARIS CITY 

PASADENA CITY 


PECOS COUNTY 
POLK COUNTY 
PORT ARTHUR CITY 


PRESIDIO COUNTY 
RED RIVER COUNTY 
REEVES COUNTY 
ROBERTSON COUNTY 
RUSK COUNTY 

SABINE COUNTY 

SAN JACINTO COUNTY 
SAN PATRICIO COUNTY 
SHELBY COUNTY 
STARR COUNTY 
SUTTON COUNTY 
TERRY COUNTY 
TEXARKANA CITY TEX 


TEXAS CITY 


TITUS COUNTY 
TYLER COUNTY 
UPSHUR COUNTY 
UVALDE COUNTY 
VICTORIA CITY 


WHARTON COUNTY 
WILLACY COUNTY 
WINKLER COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


NAVARRO COUNTY 
NEWTON COUNTY 
NOLAN COUNTY 
NUECES COUNTY LESS 
CORPUS CHRISTI CITY 
ODESSA CITY IN 
ECTOR COUNTY 
ORANGE CITY IN 
ORANGE COUNTY 
ORANGE COUNTY LESS 
ORANGE CITY 

PARIS CITY IN 
LAMAR COUNTY 
PASADENA CITY IN 
HARRIS COUNTY 
PECOS COUNTY 

POLK COUNTY 

PORT ARTHUR CITY IN 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
PRESIDIO COUNTY 
RED RIVER COUNTY. 
REEVES COUNTY 
ROBERTSON COUNTY 
RUSK COUNTY 

SABINE COUNTY 

SAN JACINTO COUNTY 
SAN PATRICIO COUNTY 
SHELBY COUNTY 
STARR COUNTY 
SUTTON COUNTY 
TERRY COUNTY 
TEXARKANA CITY TEX IN 
BOWIE COUNTY 

TEXAS CITY IN 
GALVESTON COUNTY 
TITUS COUNTY 

TYLER COUNTY 
UPSHUR COUNTY 
UVALDE COUNTY 
VICTORIA CITY IN 
VICTORIA COUNTY 
WHARTON COUNTY 
WILLACY COUNTY 
WINKLER COUNTY 









ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 


OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 
ELIGIBLE LASOR SURPLUS AREAS CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 
TEXAS (CONT'D) 


ZAPATA COUNTY 
ZAVALA COUNTY 


CARBON COUNTY 
DUCHESNE COUNTY 
EMERY COUNTY 
GARFIELD COUNTY 
GRAND COUNTY 
JUAS COUNTY 
PIUTE COUNTY 
SAN JUAN COUNTY 
SANPETE COUNTY 
UINTAH COUNTY 
WASATCH COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 


VIRGINIA 


ALLEGHANY COUNTY 
BATH COUNTY 
BRUNSWICK COUNTY 
BUCHANAN COUNTY 
BUENA VISTA CITY 
CARROLL COUNTY 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY 
COVINGTON CITY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
DANVILLE CITY 
DICKENSON COUNTY 
DINWIDDIE COUNTY 
FRANKLIN CITY 
GILES COUNTY 
GRAYSON COUNTY 


GREENSVILLE COUNTY 


HALIFAX COUNTY 
HIGHLAND COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


ZAPATA COUNTY 
ZAVALA COUNTY 


CARBON COUNTY 
DUCHESNE COUNTY 
EMERY COUNTY 
GARFIELD COUNTY 
GRAND COUNTY 
JUAB COUNTY 
PIUTE COUNTY 
SAN JUAN COUNTY 
SANPETE COUNTY 
UINTAH COUNTY 
WASATCH COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY 


ALLEGHANY COUNTY 
BATH COUNTY 
BRUNSWICK COUNTY 
BUCHANAN COUNTY 
BUENA VISTA CITY 
CARROLL COUNTY 
CHARLOTTE COUNTY 
COVINGTON CITY 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
DANVILLE CITY 
DICKENSON COUNTY 
DINWIDDIE COUNTY 
FRANKLIN CITY 
GILES COUNTY 
GRAYSON COUNTY 
GREENSVILLE COUNTY 
HALIFAX COUNTY 
HIGHLAND COUNTY 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


VIRGINIA (CONT'D) 


HOPEWELL CITY 
LANCASTER COUNTY 
LEE COUNTY 
LUNENBURG COUNTY 
MECKLENBURG COUNTY 
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY 
NORTON CITY 
NOTTOWAY COUNTY 
PAGE COUNTY 

PATRICK COUNTY 
PETERSBURG CITY 
PITTSYLVANIA COUNTY 
PRINCE EDWARD COUNTY 
PULASKI COUNTY 
RUSSELL COUNTY 
SMYTH COUNTY 

SUSSEX COUNTY 
TAZEWELL COUNTY 
WAYNESBORO CITY 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY 
WISE COUNTY 

WYTHE COUNTY 


WASHINGTON 


ee -_- 


ADAMS COUNTY 
ASOTIN COUNTY 
BELLINGHAM CITY 


BALANCE OF BENTON COUNTY 
CHELAN COUNTY 

CLALLAM COUNTY 

COLUMBIA COUNTY 

BALANCE OF COWLITZ COUNTY 


DOUGLAS COUNTY 
EVERETT CITY 


FERRY COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


HOPEWELL CITY 
LANCASTER COUNTY 
LEE COUNTY 
LUNENBURG COUNTY 
MECKLENBURG COUNTY 
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY 
NORTON CITY 
NOTTOWAY COUNTY 
PAGE COUNTY 

PATRICK COUNTY 
PETERSBURG CITY 
PITTSYLVANIA COUNTY 
PRINCE EDWARD COUNTY 
PULASKI COUNTY 
RUSSELL COUNTY 
SMYTH COUNTY 

SUSSEX COUNTY 
TAZEWELL COUNTY 
WAYNESBORO CITY 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY 
WISE COUNTY 

WYTHE COUNTY 


ADAMS COUNTY 
ASOTIN COUNTY 
BELLINGHAM CITY IN 
WHATCOM COUNTY 
BENTON COUNTY LESS 
KENNEWICK CITY 
RICHLAND CITY 
CHELAN COUNTY 
CLALLAM COUNTY 
COLUMBIA COUNTY 
COWLITZ COUNTY LESS 
LONGVIEW CITY 
DOUGLAS COUNTY 
EVERETT CITY IN 
SNOHOMISH COUNTY 
FERRY COUNTY 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


WASHINGTON (CONT'D) 


FRANKLIN COUNTY 
GARFIELD COUNTY 
GRANT COUNTY 

GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY 
KENNEWICK CITY 


KITTITAS COUNTY 
KLICKITAT COUNTY 
LEWIS COUNTY 
LONGVIEW CITY 


MASON COUNTY 
OKANOGAN COUNTY 
PACIFIC COUNTY 

PEND OREILLE COUNTY 
SKAGIT COUNTY 
SKAMANIA COUNTY 
STEVENS COUNTY 
TACOMA CITY 


VANCOUVER CITY 


WAHKIAKUM COUNTY 
WALLA WALLA CITY 


BALANCE OF WHATCOM COUNTY 
YAKIMA CITY 


BALANCE OF YAKIMA COUNTY 


WEST VIRGINIA 


BARBOUR COUNTY 

BOONE COUNTY 

BRAXTON COUNTY 

BROOKE. COUNTY 

BALANCE OF CABELL COUNTY 


CALHOUN COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


FRANKLIN COUNTY 
GARFIELD COUNTY 
GRANT COUNTY 

GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY 
KENNEWICK CITY IN 
BENTON COUNTY 
KITTITAS COUNTY 
KLICKITAT COUNTY 
LEWIS COUNTY 
LONGVIEW CITY IN 
COWLITZ COUNTY 
MASON COUNTY 
OKANOGAN COUNTY 
PACIFIC COUNTY 
PEND OREILLE COUNTY 
SKAGIT COUNTY 
SKAMANIA COUNTY 
STEVENS COUNTY 
TACOMA CITY IN 
PIERCE COUNTY 
VANCOUVER CITY IN 
CLARK COUNTY 
WAHKIAKUM COUNTY 
WALLA WALLA CITY IN 
WALLA WALLA COUNTY 
WHATCOM COUNTY LESS 
BELLINGHAM CITY 
YAKIMA CITY IN 
YAKIMA COUNTY 
YAKIMA COUNTY LESS 
YAKIMA CITY 


BARBOUR COUNTY 
BOONE COUNTY 
BRAXTON COUNTY 
BROOKE COUNTY 
CABELL COUNTY LESS 
HUNTINGTON CITY 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


WEST VIRGINIA (CONT'D) 


CLAY COUNTY 
DODDRIDGE COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
GILMER COUNTY 
GRANT COUNTY 
GREENBRIER COUNTY 
HAMPSHIRE COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARDY COUNTY 
HARRISON COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
BALANCE OF KANAWHA COUNTY 


LEWIS COUNTY 

LINCOLN COUNTY 

LOGAN COUNTY 

MARION COUNTY 

BALANCE OF MARSHALL COUNTY 


MASON COUNTY 

MC DOWELL COUNTY 
MERCER COUNTY 

MINERAL COUNTY 

MINGO COUNTY 

MONROE COUNTY 

MORGAN COUNTY 

NICHOLAS COUNTY 
BALANCE OF OHIO COUNTY 


PARKERSBURG CITY 


PENDLETON COUNTY 
PLEASANTS COUNTY 
POCAHONTAS COUNTY 
PRESTON COUNTY 
PUTNAM COUNTY 
RALEIGH COUNTY 
RANDOLPH COUNTY 
RITCHIE COUNTY 
ROANE COUNTY 
SUMMERS COUNTY 
TAYLOR COUNTY 
TUCKER COUNTY 
TYLER COUNTY 


(CONTINUED) 


[FR Doc. 87-24775 Filed 10-26-87: 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-C 


CIVIL JURISDICTIONS INCLUDED 


CLAY COUNTY 
DODDRIDGE COUNTY 
FAYETTE COUNTY 
GILMER COUNTY 
GRANT COUNTY 
GREENBRIER COUNTY 
HAMPSHIRE COUNTY 
HANCOCK COUNTY 
HARDY COUNTY 
HARRISON COUNTY 
JACKSON COUNTY 
KANAWHA COUNTY LESS 
CHARLESTON CITY 
LEWIS COUNTY 
LINCOLN COUNTY 
LOGAN COUNTY 
MARION COUNTY 
MARSHALL COUNTY LESS 
WHEELING CITY 
MASON COUNTY 

MC DOWELL COUNTY 
MERCER COUNTY 
MINERAL COUNTY 
MINGO COUNTY 
MONROE COUNTY 
MORGAN COUNTY 
NICHOLAS COUNTY 
OHIO COUNTY LESS 
WHEELING CITY 
PARKERSBURG CITY IN 
WOOD COUNTY 
PENDLETON COUNTY 
PLEASANTS COUNTY 
POCAHONTAS COUNTY 
PRESTON COUNTY 
PUTNAM COUNTY 
RALEIGH COUNTY 
RANDOLPH COUNTY 
RITCHIE COUNTY 
ROANE COUNTY 
SUMMERS COUNTY 
TAYLOR COUNTY 
TUCKER COUNTY 
TYLER COUNTY 
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ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT PREFERENCE 
OCTOBER 1, 1987 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1988 


ELIGIBLE LABOR SURPLUS AREAS 


Pome ww ee eww emo ee owe wooo eeoe= 


WEST VIRGINIA (CONT'D) 
UPSHUR COUNTY 
BALANCE OF WAYNE COUNTY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 


WETZEL COUNTY 
WHEELING CITY 


WIRT COUNTY 
BALANCE OF WOOD COUNTY 


WYOMING COUNTY 


WISCONSIN 


UPSHUR COUNTY 
WAYNE COUNTY LESS 
HUNTINGTON CITY 
WEBSTER COUNTY 
WETZEL COUNTY 
WHEELING CITY IN 
MARSHALL COUNTY 
OHIO COUNTY 
WIRT COUNTY 
WOOD COUNTY LESS 
PARKERSBURG CITY 
WYOMING COUNTY 


THE FISCAL YEAR 1988 CLASSIFICATIONS FOR THE STATE OF WISCONSIN WILL BE 


ISSUED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE AFTER THE U. S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR RECEIVES 


REVISED LABOR FORCE DATA FROM THE WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY, LABOR 


AND HUMAN RELATIONS. IN THE INTERIM, THE FISCAL YEAR 1987 CLASSIFICATIONS 


FOR WISCONSIN WILL BE EXTENDED AND IN EFFECT UNTIL FURTHER NOTICE. 


BIG HORN COUNTY 
CARBON COUNTY 
CASPER CITY 


CONVERSE COUNTY 
FREMONT COUNTY 
NIOBRARA COUNTY 
PLATTE COUNTY 
OINTA COUNTY 


BIG HORN COUNTY 
CARBON COUNTY 
CASPER CITY IN 
NATRONA COUNTY 
CONVERSE COUNTY 
FREMONT COUNTY 
NIOBRARA COUNTY 
PLATTE COUNTY 
UINTA COUNTY 
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Research, Evaluation, Pilot and 
Demonstration Procurement Plan for 
Program Year 1987 


AGENCY: Employment and Training 
Administration, Labor. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Employment and 
Training Administration (ETA) of the 
Department of Labor announces its 
research, evaluation, pilot and 
demonstration (R,E,P&D) procurement 
plan for Program Year 1987. The current 
plans are to implement 3I new projects. 
These projects will address specific 
issues related to enhancing the 


productivity of the American work force. 


This notice is for information only. 
The purpose is to alert interested parties 
to the plan. The notice does not solicit 
applications or proposals. Solicitations 
for grant awards (SGAs) and requests 
for proposals (RFPs) will be published at 
a later date. 

A pre-bidders’ conference will be held 
for the following purposes: 

(1) To summarize ETA’s Program Year 
1987 procurement plan; 

(2) To describe in general terms the 
agency's procurement processes; 

(3) To present the expected timetable 
for issuance of SGAs and RFPs; 

(4) To place potential bidders on 
mailing lists for SGAs and RFPs; and 

(5) To introduce ETA’s R,E,P&D 
program to individuals and 
organizations that have not recently 
participated in the agency's activities. 

No additional substantive detail on 
the subject areas will be provided at the 
conference. Further, it will not be 
necessary to attend the conference in 
order to participate in any of the 
procurement actions. The conference 
should be most valuable for those who 
have not recently participated in ETA's 
R,E,P&D program. 

DATE: The pre-bidders’ conference will 
be held on Tuesday, November 10, 1987, 
at 9 a.m. 


ADDRESS: The pre-bidders’ conference 
will be held at the Department of Labor, 
Department Auditorium, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
DC 20210. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Persons planning to attend the pre- 
bidders’ conference should call the 
telephone answering service established 
to accept responses: (202) 535-0884. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Introduction 


The Employment and Training 
Administration (ETA) announces its 
research, evaluation, pilot and 
demonstration (R,E,P&D) procurement 


plan for Program Year 1987. The current 
plans are to implement 31 new projects. 
These projects will address specific 
issues related to enhancing the 
productivity of the American work force 
in response to the dramatic changes that 
are coming as the Nation approaches the 
year 2000. 

This notice serves to alert interested 
parties to ETA’s plan. It does not solicit 
applications or proposals. Solicitations 
for grant awards (SGAs) or requests for 
proposals (RFPs) will be announced in 
the Federal Register and the Commerce 
Business Daily in the months ahead. 
Some competitions will be limited (for 
example, among States, Service Delivery 
Areas, or Private Industry Councils 
under the Job Training Partnership Act 
[JTPA] program) and therefore will be 
announced only through ETA’s 
administrative communications system. 

There are seven subject areas for 
these projects. These are: 

(1) State and Local Coordination, 

(2) Labor Market Research, 

(3) Workplace Literacy, 

(4) JTPA, 

(5) Employment Service, 

(6) Partnership, and 

(7) Job Training for the Homeless. 

This announcement consists of three 
parts. Part I provides general 
background information concerning the 
R,E,P&D program. Part II describes the 
seven subject areas and provides brief 
project information. Part 111 discusses 
the prebidders’ conference. 


Part I—Background 


A. Mission of the Employment and 
Training Administration and Its 
Research, Evaluation, Pilot and 
Demonstration Program 


ETA is the Federal agency with the 
lead responsibility for the Federal 
Government's training and employment 
programs. Both U.S. workers and 
employers, and ultimately the economy, 
benefit from the comprehensive system 
of training and employment programs 
ETA administers. Its major programs 
include: 

—JTPA which consists of a wide range 
of activities targeted to individual 
groups who need job-related 
assistance, with emphasis on 
economically disadvantaged youth ~ 
and adults, dislocated workers, and 
others who face severe problems in 
the job market, and 

—The Employment Service, which 
operates as a labor exchange, 
matching workers with available 
jobs, as well as carrying out other 
functions. 

ETA's R,E,P&D program is operated to 
measure the impact and effectiveness of 
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the agency's various activities, and to 
assist the Nation in expanding current 
and future work opportunities and 
assuring access to those opportunities 
for all who desire them. ETA carries out 
its R,E,P&D program through State and 
local public agencies, private-for-profit 
and nonprofit organizations, colleges 
and universities, community-based and 
labor groups, and other Federal 
agencies. 


B. Workforce 2000 


A 17-month study sponsored by the 
Department of Labor culminated in the 
report “Workforce 2000: Work and 
Workers for the Twenty-first Century,” 
which was prepared by the Hudson 
Institute. (Single copies of the report can 
be purchased for $4.50 from the U.S. 
Government Printing Office, Documents 
Department, Washington, DC 20402- 
9325. Stock Number: 029-014-00240-2. 
Telephone: (202) 783-3238.) This report 
crystalizes key issues and questions the 
Nation must deal with if it is to prosper 
in the intensely competitive and 
technologically sophisticated global 
market of the 21st century. For example, 
the U.S. must: 

—Fully integrate women, blacks, 
Hispanics, and other minority workers 
into the economy. The labor force will 
grow more slowly over the next 17 years 
than at any time in U.S. history, except 
during the decade of the Great 
Depression. The net growth in workers 
will be predominantly women, blacks, 
and immigrants, nontraditional sources 
of labor that have long been 
underutilized. Because there will be 
fewer young people beginning their 
careers overall, the year 2000 could 
provide opportunities to bring groups 
historically underused into full 
participation in the economy. 

—Provide the work force with the 
education and skills new jobs in the 
expanding service-oriented economy 
will demand. Most new jobs in fast- 
growing service industries will require 
higher levels of reading, math, and 
reasoning skills than traditional jobs in 
manufacturing industries. Individuals 
with less than a high school education 
will face increasing difficulty in finding 
work and fewer opportunities for good 
pay and advancement. Yet 700,000 
students drop out of school each year, 
and literacy has become a major issue 
among young adults. 

—Ensure that the increasingly middle- 
aged work force is adaptable and 
retains its willingness to learn. The 
rapidly changing economy will demand 
workers who are flexible and willing to 
respond to new opportunities and 
conditions. Workers with years of 
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experience often lack the flexibility and 
specialized skills they need to move into 
expanding industries. 

—Reconcile the conflicting demands 
of work and family responsibilities, 
especially for women, The increase in 
the labor force participation of mothers, 
including. women with young children, 
has been striking. Fifty-two. percent of 
mothers with children under 2 years 
were in the labor force: last March. 
Welfare mothers and displaced 
homemakers are among groups needing 
special consideration. 

A basic step in meeting these 
challenges is strengthening ETA’s: 
information base. The R,E,P&D 
procurement plan announced in this 
notice is designed to provide more 
complete information to enable the 
agency to better understand and deal 
with specific issues. 


Part II—Subject Areas 
A. State:and Local Coordination 


The U.S. economy is expected to 
continue to grow at least at its current 
rate through the year 2000: At the same 
time, the pool of “traditional” labor 
force entrants will shrink. In the 
anticipated tight labor market of the 
year 2000, employers will be forced 
either to seek out and invest in workers 
heretofore underutilized or to bid up 
wages or export jobs overseas. 

ETA has identified several groups. 
who are obvious targets if the labor pool 
is to be expanded. Their workplace 
skills will require intensive attention 
and development if they are to meet 
employers’ demands. 

The complex employment-related and 
social needs of disadvantaged 
populations require assistance from 
multiple programs. But effective 
coordination and collaboration among 
various human service programs 
designed for these qroups at State and 
local levels are often inadequate. The 
problems exist largely because the 
programs are administered under 
separate delivery systems, funding 
sources, cycles, and regulations. Lack of 
coordination frequently results in 
duplication and in real gaps in what is 
available. 

In this area, ETA will seek the 
development of community-based 
partnerships between those responsible 
for providing job-related training (i.e., 
JTPA administering agencies) and those 
responsible for other economic 
development, educational, or social: 
support services. We will be interested 
in establishing projects that stress cost- 
effectiveness, and that effectively link 
State and local employment and other 
related services in order to prepare 


specific groups (e.g., displaced 
homemakers,. welfare mothers,. public. 
housing residents, and offenders), to. 
compete successfully in the labor 
market of the 1990s and beyond. ETA 
will be looking primarily for 
demonstrations that promise to. produce 
models. that can be widely replicated. In 
addition, ETA plans.a research project 
to assess. the policy and program 
implications of experience already 
gained in linking JTPA to other human 
service and economic programs. 


B. Labor Market Research 


Under this category, ETA will 
implement projects. to conduct research 
in various qualitative aspects of labor 
market development. To study 
developments and options for improving 
job opportunities. for hard-to-employ 
groups, ETA will consider research 
studies relating to the working poor, 
with the goal of moving individuals off 
welfare: and increasing their incentives 
for employment, and the employment 
situation of black and Hispanic:males, 
with the objective of determining how 
employment and training programs can 
best assist these groups. Another project 
will study the temporary help industry 
and ways in which this burgeoning field 
might serve as a vehicle for moving 
welfare recipients into the world of 
work. 

Women workers will be the subject of 
research projects ETA plans to 
implement in the area of trends in 
women’s pay. ETA also has plans for a 
project to identify best business 
practices for child care and to examine 
new employment and benefit options 
which have been developed in response 
to the influx of women into the labor 
force. 

ETA has plans for a project to identify 
examples of successful efforts to attract 
new business, particularly in rural and 
economically depressed areas; to study 
industries and occupations that are most 
vulnerable to economic downturn and 
foreign competition; and to examine 
various international trade issues and 
their impact on U.S. workers. 


C: Workplace Literacy 


There is a fundamental, qualitative 
difference between the kinds of jobs 
that are decreasing and those that are 
growing fastest. New jobs—in the 
computer or health fields, for example— 
will require higher levels of analytic 
skills and literacy. Workers who have 
literacy problems or who lack adequate 
language skills to communicate in 
English will experience problems 
adjusting to a market where hand labor 
is less valued than mental labor. 
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In addition, the pace: of technological 
change will require workers to learn 
new skills throughout their careers as 
new needs develop. Employers will 
increasingly be demanding workers: who 
are able to think and learn and will be 
looking for entry-level workers who can 
read and write and who are flexible and 
adaptable to new equipment, new 
methods, and new situations. 

Evidence suggests that many of the 
young workers—particularly 
minorities—who will be coming into the 
work force lack the skills that will be 
basic to employment, and job training 
programs will be forced more and more 
to incorporate basic education 
components into their instructional 
packages. 

The primary purpose of the projects 
proposed in this subject area is to 
develop new techniques and 
arrangements for relating literacy 
training to occupational skills 
instruction, and new ways of making 
literacy training available to special 
groups. For example, ETA expects to 
establish procurements that 
demonstrate innovative projects for 
dropouts and that will develop and 
evaluate alternative school 
demonstration projects. 

ETA also plans a procurement for a 
thorough review of U.S. experience with 
computerized learning packages and for 
the identification of the best practices 
and techniques for overcoming barriers 
to workplace learning. 

Other projects are proposed to 
increase literacy levels of workers by 
linking JTPA with other community 
resources and to develop literacy 
nrojects designed for special groups, 
such as black and Hispanic youth and 
the handicapped. Another planned 
project will examine the literacy 
requirements of at least two occupations 
that employ large numbers of workers 
and develop ways to measure 
occupational attainment. 


D. Job Training Partnership Act 


The Job Training Partnership Act 
(JTPA), the largest federally funded 
training and employment program, is 
one of ETA’s principal tools for directly 
addressing “Workforce 2000” issues. 
JTPA's overall delivery network has 
proven effective during the program's 
first years, but refinement is needed to 
strengthen the system and to ensure that 
clients. are equipped to compete 
successfully in the anticipated tight 
labor market of the future. To this end, 
ETA will seek projects that assess how 
well specific aspects of the program are 
working and provide information useful 
in improving performance. 
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JTPA is funded through a system of 
block grants to the States. States, and 
some 625 Service Delivery Areas (local 
jurisdictions and combinations of 
jurisdictions), plan and operate 
programs under broad Federal 
guidelines, in conjunction with Private 
Industry Councils (PICs). This close 
involvement of employers, and features 
such as emphasis on direct job 
preparation (70 percent of training costs 
must go for training) and on 
performance management, distinguish 
JTPA from predecessor programs. 

Under this broad category, ETA will 
implement projects to strengthen the 
effectiveness of local PICs and projects 
that will lead to more effective services 
to dislocated workers and economically 
disadvantaged persons. ETA is 
particularly interested in ways of 
providing these groups with training for 
high-level occupations that are projected 
to suffer skill shortages in the years 
ahead. 

ETA has plans for a project which will 
review the performance management 
system under section 106 of JTPA, in 
such areas as literacy, youth 
competency, and the system's impact on 
individuals who are particularly difficult 
to serve. Contingent on enactment of the 
Worker Readjustment Program (WRAP), 
ETA anticipates funding a project that 
will study the implementation of this 
new program for dislocated workers. 
WRAP is contained in trade legislation 
currently in House/Senate conference. 

Some of these projects would provide 
practical guidance, identify best 
practices, and develop “what works 
best” documents. Others would assess 
steps to be taken to improve 
performance and recommend systems 
that can enhance the effectiveness of 
training and increase the level and 
quality of job placements. 


E. Employment Service 


Economic expansion throughout this 
century will be accompanied by rapid 
changes in the nature of jobs. New 
enterprises will emerge in response to 
new technology and the continuing shift 
from a manufacturing economy to a 
service-producing one. Some industries 
may shrink dramatically. 

The American work force will be 
profoundly affected, with workers 
changing jobs five or six times during a 
norma! work life. The Nation’s public 
Employment Service (ES) will need 
increased flexibility to deal with the 
changing needs of both workers and 
employers. 

Authorized by the Wagner-Peyser 
Act, the ES is jointly administered by 
the Department of Labor and the 54 
State Employment Security Agencies. It 


functions primarily as a nationwide 
labor exchange and is supported through 
grants to the States. The planning and 
delivery of ES services are coordinated 
with Governors and local JTPA program 
officials. 

Based on a major 1986 review of the 
ES, which included public hearings and 
comments in response to a notice in the 
Federal Register, and research on future 
labor market requirements, ETA has 
proposed that the ES refocus its 
activities to place greater emphasis on 
services such as assessing and testing 
workers to help them identify their own 
strengths and weaknesses, counseling, 
the provision of labor market : 
information, and job-search assistance 
programs. 

In line with this emphasis, ETA will 
seek proposals from States for 
demonstrations aimed at strengthening 
these public employment services in 
order to meet the challenges of a 
changing labor market. ETA also has 
plans for a separate project that will 
evaluate the interstate job bank program 
and examine alternative approaches to 
existing automated interstate job-finding 
programs. 


F. Partnership 


ETA has had long-term working 
relationships with several! national 
organizations representing business, 
labor, or community-based groups. 
These partnerships, carried out under 
sections 451 and 453 of JTPA, are 
designed to develop and provide 
technical assistance and to conduct job 
training programs that address skill ° 
shortage areas and enhance the 
provision of services to special client 
groups. ; 

The purpose of this category is to 
enhance the partnership concept. ETA 
will be soliciting proposals from these 
organizations to conduct additional pilot 
and demonstration programs within the 
partnership context. The competition 
will focus on worker adjustment, women 
and welfare, and youth. 


G. Job Training for the Homeless 


Congress, in the Stewart B. McKinney 
Homeless Assistance Act, Pub. L. 100-77 
(July 22, 1987), directs the Secretary of 
Labor to award grants for job training 
demonstration projects for the homeless. 

As part of ETA’s overall R,E,P&D plan 
and contingent on the appropriation of 
funds for this purpose, ETA will 
implement projects authorized by the 
legislation that are designed to provide 
homeless persons with an array of 
services. These may include basic skills 
instruction, counseling, job 
development, basic literacy, and other 
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activities described in section 204 of 


Part I1]—Pre-Bidders’ Conference 


A pre-bidders’ conference will be held 
on Tuesday, November 10, 1987, at 9 
a.m. at the Department of Labor, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Department 
Auditorium, Washington, DC 20210. 

The conference will be held for the 
following purposes: 

(1) To summarize ETA’s Program Year 
1987 procurement plan; 

(2) To describe in general te:ms the 
agency’s procurement processes; 

(3) To present the expected timetable 
for issuance of SGAs and RFPs; 

(4) To place potential bidders on 
mailing lists for SGAs and RFPs; and 

(5) To introduce ETA’s R,E,P&D 
program to individuals and 
organizations that have not recently 
participated in the agency’s activities. 

No additional substantive detail on 
the subject areas will be provided at the 
conference. Further, it will not be 
necessary to attend the conference in 
order to participate in any of the 
procurement actions. The conference 
should be most valuable to those who 
have not recently participated in ETA's 
R,E,P&D program. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 16th day of 
October, 1987. 

Roger D. Semerad, 

Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

[FR Doc. 87-24776 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 


National Endowment for the Arts; 
Dance Advisory Panel; Meeting 


Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Dance 
Advisory Panel (Challenge III Section) 
to the National Council on the Arts will 
be held on November 10, 1987 from 9:00 
a.m.—5:30 p.m. in Room 714 of the Nancy 
Hanks Center, 1100 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20506. 

A portion of this meeting will be open 
to the public on November 10, 1987 from 
4:30 p.m.-5:30 p.m. The topics for 
discussion are policy and guidelines. 

The remaining sessions of this 
meeting on November 10, 1987 from 9:00 
a.m.—4:30 p.m. are for the purpose of 
review, discussion, evaluation and 
recommendation on applications for 
financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965,.as amended, 
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including discussion of information 
given in confidence to the agency by. 
grant applicants. In accordance with the 
determination of the Chairman 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 13, 1980, these sessions will be 
closed to the public pursuant to 
subsection (c) (4), (6) and (9)(B) of 
section 552b of Title 5,. United States. 
Code. 

If you need special accommodations 
due to a disability, please contact the 
Office for Special Constituencies, 
National Endowment for the Arts, 1100 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., Washington 
DC 20506, 202/682-5532, TTY 202/682- 
5496 at least seven (7) days: prior to the 
meeting. 

Further information with reference to: 
this meeting can be. obtained from Ms. 
Yvonne M. Sabine, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National 
Endowment for the Arts, Washington, 
DC 20506, or call 202/682-5433.. 

Yvonne M. Sabine, 

Acting Director, Council and Panel 
Operations, National Endowment for the Arts. 
October 19, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87--24760 Filed 10-26-87;. 8:45am], 
BILLING CODE 7537-01-M 


National Endowment for the Arts; 
inter-Arts Advisory Panel; Meeting 


Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Inter-Arts 
Advisory Panel (Interdisciplinary Arts 
Projects Prescreening) to the National 
Council on the Arts will be held on 
November 12-13, 1987, from 9:00 a.m.— 
5:30 p.m. and November 14, 1987, from 
9:00 a.m.-1:00 p.m. in Room 716 of the 
Nancy Hanks Center, 1100 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20506. 

This meeting is for the purpose of 
Panel review, discussion, evaluation, 
and recommendation on applications for 
financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended, 
including discussion of information 
given in confidence to the Agency by 
grant applicants. In accordance with the 
determination of the Chairman 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 13, 1980, these sessions will be 
closed to the public pursuant to 
subsections (c) (4), (6) and (9)(B) of 
section 552b of Title 5, United States 
Code. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Ms. 
Yvonne M. Sabine, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National 


Endowment for the Arts, Washington, 
DC .20506,. or call (202) 682-5433. 

Yvonne M. Sabine, 

Acting Director, Council'and Panel 
Operations, National Endowment for the:Arts. 
October 20, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-24761 Filed 10-26-87; 6:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 7537-01-M 


National Endowment for the Arts; 
Music Advisory Panel; Meeting 


Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463), as: amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Music 
Advisory Panel (Chorus Section) to the 
National Council on the Arts will be 
held on November 12-14, 1987 from: 9:00 
a.m.-6:00 p.m. in Room 714 of the Nancy: 
Hanks Center, 1100 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20506. 

A portion of this meeting will be open 
to the public on November 14, 1987, from 
1:00 p.m.-3:30 p.m. The topics for 
discussion are policy and guidelines. 

The remaining sessions of this 
meeting on November 12-13, 1987 from 
9:00' a.m.—6:00 p.m. and on November 14, 
1987, from 9:00 a.m.-1:00 p.m. and 3:30 
p.m.—6:00 p.m. are for the purpose of 
review, discussion, evaluation and 
recommendation on applications for 
financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended, 
including discussion of information 
given in confidence to the agency by 
grant applicants. In accordance with the 
determination of the Chairman 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 13, 1980, these sessions will be 
closed to the public pursuant to 
subsection (c) (4), (6) and (9)(B) of 
section 552b of Title 5, United States 
Code. 

If you need special accommodations 
due to a disability, please contact the 
Office for Special Constituencies, 
National Endowment for the Arts, 1100 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20506, 202/682-5532, 
TTY 202/682-5496 at least seven (7) 
days prior to the meeting. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Ms. 
Yvonne M. Sabine, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National 
Endowment for the Arts, Washington, 
DC 20506, or call 202/682-5433. 

Yvonne M. Sabine, 

Acting Director; Council and Panel 
Operations, National Endowment for the Arts. 
October 20, 1987. 


{FR Doc. 87-24762 Filed 10-26-87;.8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7537-01-M 
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 


Advisory Panel for Physical 
Anthropology; Meeting 


The National Science Foundation 
announces the following meeting: 

Name: Advisory Panel for Physical 
Anthropology. 

Date and Time: November 12-13, 1987; 
9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. each day. 

Place: National Science Foundation, 
1800 G Street, NW., Room 1242, 
Washington, DC. 

Type of Meeting: Closed. 

Contact Person: Dr. John Yellen, 
Program Director, Anthropology 
Program, Room 320, National Science 
Foundation, Washington, DC 20550, 
Telephone (202) 357-7804. 

Minutes: May be obtained from 
contact person listed above. 

Purpose of Meeting: To provide 
advice and recommendations. 
concerning support for research in 
physical anthropology. 

Agenda: To. review and evaluate 
research proposals as. part of the 
selection process for awards. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals: 
being reviewed include information of a 
proprietary or confidential nature, 
including technical information: 
financial data, such as salaries; and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
proposals. These matters are within 
exemptions 4 and 6 of the Government 
in the Sunshine Act. 

M. Rebecca Winkler, 
Committee Management Officer. 

_ [FR Doc. 87-24805 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45. am] 
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


interagency Program Announcement; 
Plant Science Centers Program 


ACTION: Notice of Interagency Program 
Announcement. 
Title: Plant Science Centers Program. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This. announcement 
should be used in preparing all 
proposals for the Plant Science Centers 
Program. The submission deadiline is 
March 1, 1988. 


Introduction 


The Department of Agriculture 
(USDA), the Department of Energy 
(DOE) and the National Science 
Foundation (NSF) announce their intent 
to jointly establish a new competitive 
awards program in Fiscal Year 1988 
(beginning October 1,.1987) for research 
and training in plant science. In its first 
year, the Plant Science Centers. (PSC) 
Program is intended to be implemented 
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with a total budget not to exceed $10 
million, subject to the availability of 
funds. 

The goal of the Program is to 
encourage the best in basic research in 
plant science. Growth in imaginative 
basic research is believed necessary to 
insure the future competitive position of 
U.S. agriculture and production of 
renewable resources. The program is 
founded on the needs to improve the 
quality of food and fiber, to increase the 
efficiency of their production, to develop 
and use new products, and to sustain a 
renewable resource base. The 
attainment of these objectives depends 
on: The broad application of modern 
techniques in biochemistry, biophysics, 
genetics, and cellular, molecular and 
environmental biology to better 
understand the structure and function of 
plants and the control of their growth 
and development; the responsible 
application of new knowledge in genetic 
engineering to avoid undesirable 
environmental effects; clarification of 
ecological processes in agroecosystems 
essential to intelligent land management 
and the wise use of our natural 
resources. Some problems in plant 
science are sufficiently complex to 
suggest that a critical mass of resources 
and of researchers from several 
disciplines (or from within a single 
discipline) would be more effective in 
addressing these problems than the 
usual smaller award to a single 
investigator. A few examples of relevant 
research areas are plant biotechnology, 
rhizosphere dynamics and microbial 
ecology, complex carbohydrates, and 
ecological processes. This list is not 
exhaustive and does not preclude from 

_consideration any proposal which 
addresses a problem in an area of 
relative neglect or a timely research 
opportunity utilizing the center 
approach. 

The PSC Program was designed to 
mobilize the talent and other resources 
in academia with meaningful and 
significant participation from industry, 
Federal laboratories, and State and local 
agencies, and to derive the benefits from 
concerted administration and financing 
in a research and training environment. 
PSC awards are intended to stimulate 
and provide research, and for training at 
the undergraduate, graduate and 
postdoctorate levels. The Program will 
not provide funds for major 
construction, but limited minor 
renovation or fabrication of special 
facilities related to the research 
proposed will be considered: 

The PSC Program will complement 
programs-already announced or 
previously established by the agencies. 


DOE's Division of Biological Energy 
Research, Office of Basic Sciences, in a 
Federal Register notice (Vol. 52, No. 16, 
January 26, 1987), invited grant 
applications for a multidisciplinary 
research, training and service program 
in complex carbohydrates; an award 
will be made in Fiscal Year 1987. 
However, beginning in Fiscal Year 1988, 
this award and any new awards that 
may be made for research and training 
in complex carbohydrates will become 
an integral part of the interagency PS 
Program. : 

Applicant institutions are expected to 
show in their proposals appropriate ~ 
collaborations with external 
organizations and scientists. Industrial 
participation is strongly encouraged and 
not limited to but may include any or all 
of the following: Commitment of funds, 
equipment and people; support of 
scholars and fellows; exchange of 
scientists; provision of industrial 
research experience for students. 
Appropriate state and local government 
support includes direct funding and _ 
provision of equipment, instrumentation 
and facilities. Federal laboratories (e.g. 
DOE's National Laboratories and those 
of the USDA's Agricultural Research 
Service) are encouraged to ally with the 
applicant institution in the proposed 
research, in exchange of scientists, in 
specialized training, and in the provision 
of, or sharing of, facilities and ; 
instrumentation. However, Federal 
laboratories may not respond directly to 
this announcement. 


Who May Submit 


To meet the requirements for training, 
the invitation to submit proposals is 
extended only to U.S. doctorate granting 
institutions with graduate programs 
related to the plant sciences. Proposals 
involving multi-institutional 
arrangements also are eligible, but the 
grantee institution must assume 
responsibility for administering the 
Center. 


Principal Investigator 


The individual designated as principal 
investigator will be responsible for 
overseeing all aspects of the Center 
award, including management and 
staffing, procurement, use and 
maintenance of equipment, and the 
distribution of research funds for the 
Center. 


Awards 


The awards are expected to range 
from several hundred thousand dollars 
to $2 million per year for five years. 
Additional new awards will be made 
beyond Fiscal Year 1988 if sufficient 
funds are appropriated. Institutions 
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awarded an initial grant may be eligible 
for renewal for an additional period of 
up to five years. Although agencies will 
make award decisions jointly, each 
awardee will be funded by a single 
agency and will have a single point of 
contact during the term of the award. 


Evaluation of Proposals 


The USDA, DOE and NSF use similar 
criteria in the review of competitive 
grant proposals. For PSC program 
proposals, the agencies will use the 
general evaluation criteria described in 
the NSF document Grants for Research 
and Education in Science and 
Engineering (NSF 83-57, revised 1/87). 
Proposals will be reviewed through a 
merit review process conducted jointly 
by the USDA, DOE and NSF. Final 
selection of awardees by the three 
agencies will be based on evaluations 
by review panels and by site visit teams. 

Key factors in the selection of 
awardees, and in deciding the size and 
duration of an award, will be: 

1. Importance and uniqueness of the 
proposed research; _ 

2. Training opportunities offered (e.g. 
new courses or curricula, participation 
of students and postdoctoral 
associates in the research), and the 
integration of the research and 
training activities; 

3. Commitments and support from {a) 
the applicant institution, (b) industry, 
(c) Federal and non-Federal 
government components; 

4. Adequacy of the management plan to 
effectively support the proposed 
activities; 

. Integration of the different disciplines, 
in the case of multidisciplinary 
research, in meeting the Center's 
objectives. 

6. The research and training 
relationships with allied institutions, 
when appropriate. 


Proposal Format and Content 


As with the evaluation crtiteria, the 
sponsoring agencies will use the format 
and. content guidelines also described in 
the NSF document Grants for Research 
and Education in Science and 
Engineering (NSF 83-57, revised 1/87). 

In addition, each proposal must 
contain: 

1. A Table of Contents with page 
numbers keyed to the major sections 
of the proposal; 

2. A succinct ' .xecutive Summary of the 
Center and its features; 

3. The Rationale for the Center and 
Description of Research to be 
undertaken; 

4. A description of Educational and 
Training Opportunities; 
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5. A summary of Facilities Available, 
including prior or planned 
commitments for additions and 
renovations (with cost and schedule 
estimates, if still incomplete); 

6. A Management Plan describing center 
organization and administration, 
responsible officials and their 
activities, relationship of departments 
and their faculty members to 
collaborative and multidisciplinary 
research within the center's structure 
and operation, and plans for interim 
evaluations by internal reviews, 
visiting conimittees, external advisors, 
etc.; 

. An Other Support section describing 
institutional, industrial, Federal 
laboratory, state and local 
government support committed. 
Support committed should be 
summarized and tabulated for each 
years. 

Each proposal must include 
appendices, identified by page numbers 
in the table of contents, of Participants 
and of Current and Pending Support. 
Participants should be listed by title, 
specific affiliation (within or outside the 
applicant institution) and relationship to 
one or more of the center's 
organizational units or research/ training 
activities. Biographical information, 
limited to two pages, should be included 
for each key individual (principal 
investigator, participating faculty 
researchers, collaborators in affiliated 
institutions). Only the most recent and 
relevant publications should be 
included. 

Current and pending support from all 
sources should be included for each key 
individual affiliated with the applicant 
institution. Such support should be 
described: Current year’s amount and 
future commitments (including time), 
source of funding, project title, name of 
agency program, and award or pending 
proposal identification number. 

The budget should detail the funds 
requested over the duration of the 
award, including those for personnel. 
Justification of budget line items should 
be clear and succinct. Significant cost 
sharing by institutional, industrial or 
other governmental commitment should 
be noted and cross-referenced to the 
descriptions in section 7, above. 

The cover page of each copy of the 
proposal should be clearly marked: For 
Consideration by the Plant Science 
Centers Program. 


Proposal Submission 


Twenty copies of the proposal are 
required including the copy bearing the 
signed cover page. Mail to: Data Support 
Services Section, Attention: Plant 
Science Centers Program, National 


Science Foundation, 1800 G Street NW.., 
Washington, DC 20550. 


Contacts 


Potential applicants are strongly 
advised to contact USDA, DOE or NSF 
with questions or to discuss this 
announcement before submitting formal 
proposals, 

At USDA: 

Dr. Machi F. Dilworth, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture/CRGO, Room 112, JSM 
Building, Washington, DC 20251, 
Tel.202/475-5042. 

At DOE: 

Dr. Robert Rabson, Division of 
Biological Energy Research, ER-17, 
GTN, U.S. Department of Energy, 
Washington, DC 20545, Tel. 301/353- 
2873. 

At NSF: 

Dr. Robert Rabin, BBS Directorate, 
Room 312, National Science 
Foundation, Washington, DC 205550, 
Tel. 202/357-9894. 

In accordance. with Federal statutes 
and regulations, and the policies of 
USDA, DOE and NSF, no person on 
grounds of race, color, age, sex, national 
origin, or disability shall be excluded 
from participation in, denied the 
benefits of, or be subject to 
discrimination under any program or 
activity receiving financial assistance 
from these agencies. 

NSF has TDD (Telephonic Device for 
the Deaf) capability which enables 
individuals with impaired hearing to 
communicate with the Division of 
Personnel and Management for 
information relating to NSF programs, 
employment or general information. This 
number is 202/357-7492. 


For USDA: 


“Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance Number 10.206, Competitive 
Research Grants Office.” 


For DOE: 


“Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance Number 81.049, Basic Energy 
Sciences, High Energy and Nuclear 
Physics, Magnetic Fusion Energy, Health 
and Environmental Research, Program 
Analysis, Field Operations 
Management.” 


For NSF: 


“Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance Number 47.051, Biological, 
Behavioral and Social Sciences.” 

Robert Rabin, 

Senior Advisor for Biotechnology, Directorate 
for Biological, Behavioral, and Social 
Sciences. 

October 22, 1987. 

[FR Doc. 87-24803 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


41371 


Division of Mathematical Sciences; 
Undergraduate Curriculum 
Development in Mathematics; Calculus 


October 22, 1987. 


ACTION: Notice of program 
announcement, National Science 
Foundation. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This announcement 
should be used in preparing all calculus 
proposals for: Conferences and 
Workshops; Planning Projects; and 
Curriculum Development Projects. The 
deadline dates for submission are: 


Conferences and Workshops—No 
submission deadline. 
Planning Projects—March 15, 1988 
Curriculum Development Projects: 
Preliminary Proposal (Optional)— 
February 1, 1988 
Formal Proposal—March 15, 1988 


Introduction 


Mathematics is critical for 
participation in scientific and technical 
activities. Calculus—‘the language of 
change”—has been a long standing 
prerequisite for advanced work in the 
physical and engineering sciences; and 
is now fast becoming a requirement for 
students in the biological and social 
sciences as well. 

Calculus instruction is generally 
provided in a sequence of courses that 
contains a mixture of theory, practice, 
and application. Awareness of the need 
for revision and renewal in calculus 
curriculum is evident throughout science 
and engineering. A number of forces 
have combined to convince the 
undergraduate teaching community that 
the time is ripe for a concerted effort to 
address the issues of curriculum 
development in a coherent fashion. 

Included in the educational concerns 
are: 

¢ Survival rates in calculus courses 
are unacceptably low. 

¢ Those students who survive 
calculus courses are frequently 
unprepared to use the material they 
have mastered in solving problems from 
other disciplines. 

¢ While calculus is frequently a 
requirement for advanced work in other 
disciplines, the intent of that 
requirement in terms of prerequisite 
knowledge or skills is frequently 
unclear. 

¢ As new applications emerge, the 
role of applications in calculus courses 
needs to be rethought. 

¢ New computational capabilities 
reduce the demands on students for 
traditional manipulation of equations 
while increasing their need to 
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understand what those manipulations 
accomplish. 

¢ New technologies afford the 
possibility of new instructional 
strategies. 

The mathematical sciences 
community is poised to meet the 
challenge of revitalizing this key aspect 
of undergraduate instruction. Extensive 
discussions in the community have 
culminated in recent publication of 
Undergraduate programs in the 
mathematical and computer sciences: 
the 1985-1986 survey, undertaken by the 
Conference Board of the Mathematical 
Sciences, and Toward a Lean and Lively 
Calculus, the proceedings of the Tulane 
conference on calculus sponsored by the 
Sloan Foundation and published by the 
Mathematical Association of America. 
A major symposium on calculus is 
scheduled for October, 1987, under the 
auspices of the Sloan Foundation and 
the National Academy of Sciences. 
Recent meetings of appropriate 
professional societies have featured 
sessions designed to focus attention on 
the issues involved in curriculum 
revision in calculus. 

The stage has been. set for a national 
effort to reorganize and reinvigorate 
instruction in calculus. The focus will be 
on raising students’ conceptual 
understanding, problem-solving skills, 
analytical and transference skills, while 
implementating new methods to reduce 
tedious calculations. 

In that spirit, the Division of 
Mathematical Sciences, in cooperation 
with the Office of Undergraduate 
Science, Engineering and Mathematics 
Education, announces a program of 
support for projects concerned with 
curriculum and instruction in calculus. 
The program will.emphasize 
coordination with other disciplines in 
science and engineering and 
interactions between different sectors of 
the mathematical sciences community in 
the development of model curricula and 
prototypical instructional materials. It 
will provide seed money for projects 
that show particular promise to 
contribute to a national effort to 
reinvigorate calculus instruction. 
Solicitation 

The Division of Mathematical 
Sciences invites proposals for projects 
that will explore opportunities for 
revitalizing instruction in calculus. This 
solicitation is for the initial NSF 
participation in support ofan activity 
that is.expected to cover several years 
and involve a full complement.of local 
and national effort. 

During the first year,,emphasis will be 
on the generation of ideas and 
formulation.of a national.context within 


which significant changes can be 
accomplished. Projects to be supported 
in the first year include planning - 
projects, conferences and workshops, 
and a very few curriculum development 
projects. In future years the program will 
focus on support of a few projects that 
show the greatest potential for 
contributing to long-term progress. 

Through its supported projects the 
program expects to: 

¢ Encourage use of recent advances 
in subject matter content, research in 
teaching and learning, and instructional 
technology (including computational 
techniques as appropriate); 

¢ Stimulate faster constructive 
communication between the 
mathematical sciences and the wide 
variety of other fields that use calculus; 

¢ Better equip students to use the 
knowledge and skills developed in the 
classroom in dealing with problems 
coming from other disciplines; 

e Encourage and enhance the 
participation of groups currently 
underrepresented in the sciences and 
engineering through recegnition of the 
barriers to such participation and efforts 
to overcome them; 

¢ Develop a better understanding of 
the appropriate interactions between 
calculus and other introductory 
undergraduate mathematics courses as 
well as related courses in the other 
sciences and engineering. 


Categories for Support 

Three major categories of proposals 
will be considered for support during 
this first year. 

© Conferences and workshops. 
Proposals submitted in this category will 
request funds for conferences, 
workshops, and other activities aimed at 
generating ideas, fostering interactions, 
and providing a context within which 
curriculum development can take place 
with enhanced probability of success. 
Characteristics of this category include: 

¢ No-submission deadlines. 

e Ad hoc merit review. 

© Project duration: 6 to 12 months. 

As the program matures, this type of 
activity will continue to receive support, 
but it is anticipated that the nature of 
the projects will shift to emphasize 
dissemination and evaluation of results. 

¢ Planning projects. Proposals . 
submitted in this category will provide 
the time frame to allow fully-formed, 
well-designed curriculum projects to 
materialize. Characteristics of this 
category include: 

¢ Submission deadline: March 15, 
1988. 

© Projects to begin after August 1, 
1988. 

© Proposals to be reviewed by panel. 
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¢ Project duration: One year. 

The result of an award in this 
category would be development of a 
well-formulated plan for a project of the 
scope described in the category below. 
Proposals must describe clearly an 
underlying philosophy for change and a 
well-defined structure for the planning 
activities. While it is expected that most 
awardees will submit proposals to NSF 
for major projects in the future, planning 
proposers should also consider other 
potential sources of funding that might 
complement or replace NSF support. 
Promising ideas for identifying such 
support will strengthen a proposal. 

¢ Curriculum development projects. 
Proposals will describe projects with a 
well-formulated underlying philosephy 
and a well-defined plan for 
development. Proposals submitted to 
this category should contain complete 
information on which to base a multi- 
year award. The project description 
should cover planning, development, 
testing, implementation, evaluation and 
dissemination stages. Methodology, 
teacher training and related issues 
should be addressed as appropriate. 

By their nature, proposals appropriate 
to this category are likely to be-complex 
and require a laborious and costly effort 
in.construction. In addition, these 
proposals will receive a particularly 
intensive and demanding review. For 
both of these reasons, it is requested 
that all applicants should consider 
submitting a preliminary proposal prior 
to submission of a full proposal. This 
preliminary proposal may be in the form 
of a comparatively brief and informal 
letter of inquiry, outlining the concept 
and general structure of the 
contemplated project, as well as the 
organization(s) and personnel 
contemplated, and the order of 
magnitude of support required. This 
preliminary proposal should not-exceed 
six pages in length. Program staff will 
respond with comments on the concept 
and.a staff opinion of the general 
appropriateness of such a proposal. This 
opinion will not be binding, nor will it in 
any way preclude or affect the review of 
a formal proposal, but it can be of great 
help to proposers in deciding whether to 
undertake the cost and effort-of a formal 
submission. 

Characteristics of this category 
include: 

¢ Submission deadline for preliminary 
proposals: February 1, 1988, 

¢ Submission deadline for formal 
proposals: March 15, 1988. 

* Projects to begin after August 15, 
1988. 

¢ Proposals to be reviewed by panel. 
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¢ Continuing awards of duration up to 
five years. 

Awards made in this category must 
show clear potential to contribute to 
renewal of calculus instruction on a 
national basis. Without addressing the 
issue of national impact, no proposal, 
however sound, can expect to compete 
effectively for a multi-year award. 


Important Considerations 


The Curriculum Development Program 
in calculus is intended to provide viable 
options for instruction in calculus that 
will allow users to meet the 
expectations of the mathematical 
sciences and related science and 
engineering communities for course 
content and student performance. In 
combination with complementary 
activities supported by states, academic 
institutions, industry, professional 
societies, private foundations, and other 
sources, it is expected that revitalization 
and reorganization can be accomplished 
that will have long-lasting impact on 
undergraduate instruction in the United 
States. 

Generally, proposals will be evaluated 
in accordance with the criteria outlined 
in Grants for Research and Education in 
Science and Engineering. These criteria 
deal with: 

¢ Intrinsic merit of the proposed 
project; 

° Capability of investigator(s) to carry 
out the proposed work; 

¢ Expected impact of the proposed 
project; 

¢ Relevant context of the proposed 
project. 

In addition, proposals should address 
the project's potential for contributing to 
a national effort, including the following 
as appropriate to the category listed 
above in which they fall. 

¢ Evidence of a thorough 
understanding of the undergraduate 
mathematics curriculum and a clear 
vision of the place of calculus within it. 

¢ Evidence of cooperation with other 
academic disciplines in designing the 
project. 

¢ Aclear description of the form of 
the planned products (e.g., textbooks, 
pamphlets, videotapes, software, etc.). 

¢ A development plan that states 
clearly the sequence of steps in the 
development process, including 
planning, writing, field testing and 
revision, and that specifies the role of 
each member of the senior project staff 
in that process. 

¢ An analysis of issues related to 
student testing and a plan for the 
development of prototypical instruments 
or strategies for evaluating students’ 
learning. 


¢ A discussion of the needs of 
instructors and of any plans to develop 
supplementary materials for instructors 
or to design workshops to prepare 
instructors to use the developed 
materials effectively. 

¢ A strategy for informing all 
interested constituencies of the project's 
vision for a reformed curriculum and a 
plan for making the developed materials 
available to those who wish to study 
them or to use them in their classes. 

Individuals with strong subject 
mastery are expected to play a key role 
in each project. Project personnel— 
either individually or jointly—are 
expected to provide robust expertise in 
the discipline of mathematics, an 
extensive knowledge of the needs of 
undergraduate instructors and students, 
and familiarity with the breadth of fields 
served by calculus and with difficulties 
of educational change at the 
undergraduate level. 

The Foundation is especially 
concerned about the large numbers of 
young women, minorities, and disabled 
students who choose not to continue 
their study of mathematics through 
calculus and beyond, thereby closing 
career options in engineering, 
mathematics, and the sciences. All 
projects should make a special effort to 
make calculus relevant and interesting 
for these students. Proposals targeted 
specifically at one or more of these 
populations are also eligible and are 
encouraged. 

Contributions from participating 
institutions, beneficiaries or other 
sources are strongly encouraged. These 
might be in the form of in-kind services, 
facilities, direct contributions, release 
time for participating instructors, etc. 
Such participation provides a 
particularly eloquent assurance of the 
importance assigned to the project and 
its continuation after NSF funding has 
ended. 


Preparation and Submission of 
Proposals 


For guidance on the specifics of 
proposal preparation, proposers should 
consult Grants for Research and 
Education in Science and Engineering 
(NSF 83-57 rev 1/87). This includes 
required forms that should accompany 
each proposal and detailed information 
on proposal preparation and processing 
and on grant administration. This 
publication can be obtained from the 
Forms and Publications Unit, National 
Science Foundation, 1800 G Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20550. 

Twelve (12) copies of the proposal 
should be prepared and sent to Proposal 
Processing Unit, National Science 
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Foundation, Room 223, Washington, DC 
20550. 

On the cover page, in the upper left 
hand block, it is important to identify 
the NSF Organizational Unit: DMS/ 
Special Projects/Calculus. 

Four (4) copies of preliminary 
proposals for curriculum development 
projects should be sent directly to: 
Program Director for Special Projects/ 
Calculus, Mathematical Sciences 
Division, Room 339, National Science 
Foundation, Washington, DC 20550. 

Since this activity is in its initial year, 
all proposers are encouraged to contact 
the DMS Program Director for Special 
Projects/Calculus before submitting a 
proposal. The telephone number for the 
Special Projects Program is (202/357- 
3453). 


Who May Submit 


Organizations with a scientific or 
educational mission are eligible to 
submit proposals. Among these are: Two 
year/four year colleges and universities; 
state and local education agencies; 
professional societies; private 
foundations; private industries; and 
other public and private organizations, 
whether for profit or nonprofit. Formal 
and ad hoc consortia of institutions are 
encouraged to submit to this particular 
solicitation because of the need to 
develop curricula useful in a broad 
range of academic institutions. 

The Foundation provides awards for 
research and education in the sciences 
and engineering. The awardee is wholly 
responsible for the conduct of such 
research and preparation of the results 
for publication. The Foundation, 
therefore, does not assume 
responsibility for such findings or their 
interpretation. 

The Foundation welcomes proposals 
from all qualified scientists and science 
educators, and strongly encourages 
women and minorities to compete in the 
development programs described in this 
document. In accordance with Federal 
statutes and regulations and NSF 
policies, no person shall be excluded on 
grounds of race, color, age, gender, 
national origin, or physical handicap 
from participation under any program or 
activities receiving financial assistance 
from the National Science Foundation. 

NSF has TDD (Telephonic Device for 
the Deaf) capability which enables 
individuals with hearing impairment to 
communicate with the Division of 
Personnel and Management for 
information relating to NSF programs, 
employment, or general information. 
This number is (202/357-7492). 
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Related Programs 


The Undergraduate Engineering 
Curriculum Development Program is 
designed to revise and improve 
undergraduate engineering education. 
There is a pressing need ‘to revise the 
curricula of undergraduate engineering 
education with a view toward more 
emphasis on the laboratory experience 
and on technology-driven fields such as 
design, manufacturing, and computer- 
integrated engineering. There is also a 
need to explore the use of new 
technologies to improve the quality and 
productivity of the undergraduate 
engineering education system. It is 
expected that projects will lead to a 
thorough restructuring of the 
undergraduate curricula of engineering 
and to the introduction of new teaching 
methods and technologies. 

Large grants (up to five years) will be 
awarded to individual universities or to 
consortia of universities, for 
comprehensive activities having a broad 
scope and far-reaching effects. These 
proposals will be required to include a 
commitment from the appropriate 
academic institutions, to assure their 
involvement in the activities being 
funded. Smaller grants may be made for 
topic specific studies, conferences and 
workshops. Efforts to implement the 
results of the projects and to transfer to 
others the benefits of the activities 
supported will be an important part of 
each project. 

Additional information about this 
program may be obtained by contacting 
the Undergraduate Engineering 
Curriculum Development Program, 
Office for Engineering Infrastructures 
Development, Room 1238-A, National 
Science Foundation, Washington, DC 
20550; or calling: (202/357-9834). 

The goal of the Instrumentation and 
Laboratory Improvement Program (ILI) 
is to improve the quality of the 
undergraduate curriculum by supporting 
projects to develop new or improved 
instrument-based undergraduate 
laboratory and/or field courses in 
science, mathematics or engineering. For 
additional information request the 
program announcement and guidelines, 
NSF 87-74 or contact the Office of 
Undergraduate Science, Engineering and 
Mathematics Education, Room 639, NSF, 
Washington, DC 20550 (202/357-7051). 

The Undergraduate Faculty 
Enhancement Program (UFE) offers 
grants for Undergraduate Faculty 
Seminars and ‘Conferences to provide 
opportunities for groups of faculty to 
learn about new techniques and new 
developments in their fields. Awards are 


made to conduct seminars, short 
courses, workshops or similar activities 
for regional or national groups of faculty 
members. For further information about 
the Undergraduate Faculty 
Enhancement Program, contact the 
Office of Undergraduate Science, 
Engineering, and Mathematics 
Education, Room 639, NSF, Washington, 
DC 20550 (202/357-7051). 

For Further Information: Please 
address requests for further information 
on the Undergraduate Curriculum 
Development in Mathematics: Calculus 
program to the National Science 
Foundation, Division of Mathematical 
Sciences, Room 339, Washington, DC 
20550, Attention: Dr. Louise Raphael, 
Special Projects/Calculus, (202/357— 
3453). 

Judith S. Sunley, 

Division Director, Division of Mathematical 
Sciences. 

[FR Doc. 87-24804 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


[Docket Nos. 50-413, and 50-414] 


Duke Power Co. et.al.; Consideration 
of Issuance of Amendments to Facility 
Operating Licenses and Opportunity 
for Prior Hearing 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) is 
considering issuance of amendments to 
Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-35 
and NPF-52 issued to the Duke Power 
Company, et al., (the licensee) for 
operation of the Catawba Nuclear 
Station, Units ‘1 and 2, located in York 
County, South Carolina. 

The amendments would revise 
Technical Specification (TS) 3/4.45, 
“Steam Generators” and its associated 
bases, and involve changes to the steam 
generator tube plugging .criteria. The 
changes are applicable to Catawba Unit 
1 only; however, Unit 2 is included 
because ‘the Technical Specifications for 
both Units are combined in one 
document. This revision proposes 
adoption of the F* distance for steam 
generator tube plugging which is similar 
to that which was granted for the 
McGuire Nuclear Station through the 
issuance of Amendments 59 and-40 for 
Units 1 and 2, respectively, on August 
19, 1986. The F* distance represents a 
length of continuous tube expansion in 
the tubesheet such that tube pullout 
would not occur during either normal 
operation or postulated accident 
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condition loadings. The F* distance is 
measured from the bottom of the roll 
expansion transition or the top of the 
tubesheet if the bottom of the roll 
expansion is above the top of the 
tubesheet. For Catawba Unit 11, and F* 
distance is-equal to 1.31 inches. 

On the basis of Westinghouse’s 
evaluation, it is-determined that tubes 
with any degradation within the 
tubesheet region below the F* distance 
can be left in service. Tubes with 
degradation located a distance less than 
F* should be removed from service by 
plugging in accordance with TS 
requirements. The.criteria in 
Westinghouse’s evaluation have been 
demonstrated to result in tube integrity 
considerations commensurate with the 
criteria of Regulatory Guide 1.121, 
“Bases for Plugging Degraded PWR 
Steam Generator Tubes.” 


These revisions to the technical 
specifications would be made in 
response to the licensee’s application for 
amendments dated October 8, 1987. 
Additional submittals may be requested 
by the Commission during the course of 
its review of this matter. 


Existing plant Technical 
Specifications for tube plugging criteria 
apply throughout the tube length and do 
not take into account the reinforcing 
effect of the tubesheet on the external 
surface of the tube. In reality, the 
presence of the tubesheet will constrain 
the tube and will complement its 
integrity in the region by precluding tube 
deformation beyond its expanded 
outside diameter. The resistance to both 
tube rupture and tube collapse is 
significantly strengthened by the 
tubesheet. In addition, the proximity of 
the tubesheet significantly affects the 
leak behavior of throughwall tube 
cracks in this region, i.e., no significant 
leakage relative to that allowed by plant 
Technical Specifications its to be 
expected. Based on these factors, 
consideration of a revised criterion as 
proposed by the licensee, or an 
alternative criterion which may be 
requested by ‘the licensee for tube 
plugging, may be justified for tube 
defects located below a predetermined 
depth within the tubesheet region. 

Prior to issuance of the proposed 
license amendments, the Commission 
will have made findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954,:as amended, 
(the Act) and the Commission's 
regulations. 

By November 27, 1987, the licensee 
may file a request fora hearing with 
respect to issuance of the amendments 
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to the subject facility operating licenses 
and any person whose interest may be: 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes. to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written petition 
for leave to intervene. Requests fora 
hearing and petitions for leave to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 
with the Commission's “Rules of 
Practice for Domestic Licensing 
Proceedings” im 10:CFR Part 2. If a 
request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene is filed by the above 
date, the Commission or an Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board, designated 
by the Commission or by the Chairman 
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel, will rule on the request 
and/or petition and the Secretary or the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

As required by 10:CFR 2.714, a 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding, and 
how that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) The nature of the 
petitioner's right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner's 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner's interest. Any person who 
has filed a petition for leave to intervene 
or who has been admitted as a party 
may amend the petition without 
requesting leave of the Board up to 
fifteen (15) days prior to the first 
prehearing conference scheduled in the 
proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall file a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter, and the bases for 
each contention set forth with 
reasonable specificity. Contentions shall 
be limited to matters within the scope of 
the amendments under consideration. A 
petitioner who fails to file such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject ta any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 


participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

A request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene shall be filed with the 
Secretary of the Commission, United) 
States Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Service Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, DC, by the above date. 
Where petitions are filed during the last 
ten (10) days of the notice period, it is 
requested that the petitioner or 
representative for the petitioner 
promptly so inform the Commission by a 
toll-free telephone call to Western 
Union at (800) 342-6000 (in Missouri 
(800) 342-6700). The Western Union 
operator should be given Datagram 
Identification. Number 3737 and the 
following message addressed to D.S. 
Hood: petitioner’s name and telephone 
number; date petition was mailed; plant 
name; and publication date and page 
number of this Federal Register notice. 
A copy of the petition should also be 
sent to the Executive Legal Director, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 205565, and to Mr. 
Albert Carr, Duke Power Company, P.O. 
Box 33189, 422 South Church Street, 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242, 
attorney for the licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer or the 
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board that the petition and/or request, 
should be granted based upon a 
balancing of the factors specified. in 10 
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i) through (v) and 
2.714(d). 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendments dated October 8, 1987, 
which is available for public inspection 
at the Commission's. Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street, NW., Washington, 
DC, and at the York County Library, 138 
East Black Street, Rock Hill, South 
Carolina 29730 


Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 21st day 
of October 1987. 

For The Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Kahtan N. Jabbour, 
Project Manager, Project Directorate I/-3, 
Division of Reactor Projects-1/Il. 
[FR. Doc. 87-24840 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 
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[Docket Nos. 50-445-OL2, and 5@-446-OL 2; 
ASLBP No. 79-430-06-OL 


Texas Utilities Electric Co. et af., 
Comanche Peak Steam Electric 
Station, Units 1 and 2 


October 20, 1987. 

Before Administrative Judges: Peter B. 
Bloch, Chair, Dr. Walter H. Jordan, Dr. 
Kenneth A. McCollom. 

We have rescheduled the prehearing 
conference originally set far October 20, 
1987, for the purpose of discussing the 
schedule for filings and hearings for the 
remainder of this case. The schedule for 
the conference will, at most, be: 

Nov. 2, 1987—1 pm to 6:30 pm and 8 pm 
to 11 pm. 
Nov. 3, 1987—8:30 am to 12 noon. 

The location is the Gallery Ballroom, 
Sheraton Dallas Hotel and Towers, 400 
North Olive, Dallas, Texas 75201. Every 
effort will be made to expedite the 
conference and reduce the hours below 
those that are scheduled. 


For the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board. 
Peter B. Bloch, 
Chair, Administrative Judge. 
Bethesda, Maryland. 
[FR Doc. 87-24817 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-4 


OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 


Excepted Service 


AGENCY: Office of Personnel 
Management. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This gives notice of positions 
placed or revoked under Schedules A, B, 
and C in the excepted service, as 
required by civil service rule VI, 
Exceptions from the Competitive 
Service. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Leesa Martin, (202) 653-9404. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Office of Personnel Management 
published its last monthly notice 
updating appointing authorities 
established or revoked under the 
Excepted Service provisions of 5 CFR 
Part 213 on September 25, 1987 (52 FR 
36119). Individual authorities 
established or revoked under Schedule 
A, B, or C between September 1, 1987, 
and September 31, 1987, appear in a 
listing below. Future notices will be 
published on the fourth Tuesday of each 
month, or as soon as possible thereafter. 
A consolidated listing of all authorities 
will be published as of June 30 of each 
year. 
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Schedule A 


No Schedule A exceptions were 
established or revoked during 
September. 


Schedule B 


No Schedule B exceptions were 
established or revoked during 
September. 


Schedule C 
Department of Agriculture 


One Private Secretary to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Food and 
Consumer Services. Effective September 
21, 1987. 


Department of the Army 


One Secretary (Typing) to the 
Assistant Secretary for Research, 
Development and Acquisition. Effective 
September 18, 1987. 


Department of Commerce 


One Confidential Assistant to the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Basic 
Industries. Effective September 15, 1987. 

One Confidential Assistant to the 
Assistant Secretary for Communications 
and Information. Effective September 23, 
1987. 

One Congressional Affairs Specialist 
to the Director, Bureau of the Census. 
Effective September 25, 1987. 


Department of Defense 


One Special Assistant to the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Legislative 
Affairs. Effective September 14, 1987. 


Department of Education 


Two Confidential Assistants to the 
Chief of Staff/Counselor to the 
Secretary. Effective September 9, 1987. 

One Special Assistant to the Deputy 
Under Secretary for Management. 
Effective September 11, 1987. 

One Confidential Assistant to the 
Assistant Secretary for Vocational and 
Adult Education. Effective September 
14, 1987. 

One Special Assistant to the Assistant 
Secretary for Vocational and Adult 
Education. Effective September 15, 1987. 

One Executive Assistant to the 
Assistant Secretary for Elementary and 
Secondary Education. Effective 
September 15, 1987. 

One Executive Assistant to the 
Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights. 
Effective September 21, 1987. 

One Special Assistant to the Chief of 
Staff/Counselor to the Secretary. 
Effective September 30, 1987. 


Department of Energy 


One Senior Policy Assistant (Nuclear 
Energy), to the Principal Deputy 


Assistant Secretary for Congressional, 
Intergovernmental and Public Affairs. 
Effective September 9, 1987. 


Department of Health and Human 
Services 


One Special Assistant to the Surgeon 
General. Effective September 1, 1987. 

One Special Assistant to the 
Executive Assistant to the Under 
Secretary. Effective September 3, 1987. 

One Special Assistant to the Under 
Secretary. Effective September 3, 1987. 

One Special Assistant to the Director, 
Office of Policy, Planning and 
Legislation. Effective September 9, 1987. 

One Associate Administrator, to 
Administrator for Office of 
Communications, Family Support 
Administration. Effective September 11, 
1987. 

One Confidential Staff Assistant to 
the Associate Administrator, Office of 
Communications. Effective September 
11, 1987. 


Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 


One Associate Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Demonstration Projects, to 
the Deputy Assistant Secretray for 
Policy Development. Effective 
September 3, 1987. 

One Staff Assistant to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Multifamily 
Housing Programs. Effective September 
30, 1987. 


Department of Justice 


One §pecial Assistant to the Assistant 
Attorney General for Civil Division. 
Effective September 29, 1987. 


Department of the Navy 


One Staff Assistant to the Deputy 
Under Secretary of the Navy. Effective 
September 29, 1987. 


Department of State 


Two Special Assistants to the Under 
Secretary for Security Assistance, 
Science and Technology. Effective 
September 18, 1987. 


Department of Transportation 


One Special Assistant to the Assistant 
Secretary for Public Affairs. Effective 
September 1, 1987. 


Department of Treasury 


One Staff Assistant to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Departmental 
Finance and Administration. Effective 
September 11, 1987. 

One Legislative Assistant to the 
Assistant Secretary for Legislative 
Affairs. Effective September 1, 1987. 

One Senior Assistant to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Law 
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Enforcement. Effective September 23, 
1987. 

One Deputy Assistant Secretary to the 
Assistant Secretary (Management) for 
Administration. Effective September 25, 
1987. 


Commission of Civil Rights 


One Public Affairs Officer to the Staff 
Director. Effective September 11, 1987. 

One Special Assistant to the 
Commissioner. Effective September 22, 
1987. 


Farm Credit Administration 


One Secretary to the Chairman for 
FCA Board. Effective September 25, 
1987. 


Federal Mediation and Conciliation 
Service 


One Staff Assistant to the Director. 
Effective September 30, 1987. 


Federal Trade Commission 


One Special Assistant to the 
Chairman for the Bureau of Competition. 
Effective September 14, 1987. 

One Deputy Director, to the Director, 
Office of Congressional Relations. 
Effective September 21, 1987. 


National Labor Relations Board 


One Confidential Assistant to the 
Board Member. Effective September 21, 
1987. 


Office of Personnel Management 


One Special Assistant to the Deputy 
General Counsel. Effective September 8, 
1987. 


President's Commission on White 
House Fellowships 


One Confidential Assistant to the 
Director. Effective September 28, 1987. 
One Staff Assistant (Typing) to the 
Director. Effective September 28, 1987. 


Small Business Administration 


One Confidential Assistant to the 
General Counsel. Effective September 
21, 1987. 

One Special Assistant to the Deputy 
Administrator. Effective September 21, 
1987. 


United States Information Agency 


One Staff Assistant to the Director, 
Private Sector Committees. Effective 
September 21, 1987. 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 
CFR 1954-1958 Comp., P. 218. 

James E. Colvard, 

Deputy Director. 

U.S. Office of Personnel Management. 

[FR Doc. 87-24841 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6325-01-M 
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OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY POLICY 


White House Science Council; Meeting 


The White House Science Council 
(WHSC), the purpose of which is. to 
advise the Director, Office of Science 
and Technology Policy (OSTP), will 
meet on November 20, 1987 in Room 
5104, New Executive Office Building, 
Washington, DC. The meeting will begin 
at 8:00 a.m..on November 20, 1987. 
Following is the proposed agenda for the 
meeting: 

(1) Briefing of the council, by the 
Assistant Directors of OSTP, on the 
current activities of OSTP. 

(2) Briefing of the Council by OSTP’ 
personnel and personnel of other 
agencies on proposed, ongoing, and 
completed panel! studies. 

(3) Discussion of composition of 
panels to conduct studies. 

The November 20 session will be 
closed to the public. 

The briefing on the current activities 
of OSTP necessarily. will involve 
discussion of material that is formally 
and properly classified in accordance 
with the provisions of Executive Order 
12356 in the interest of national defense 
or for foreign policy reasons. This is also 
true for the briefing on panel studies. As 
well, a portion of both of these briefings 
will require discussion of internal 
personnel procedures of the Executive 
Office of the President and information 
which, if prematurely disclosed, would 
significantly frustrate the 
implementation of decisions made 
requiring agency action. These portions 
of the meeting will be closed to the 
public pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b{c) (1), 
(2), and (9)(B). 

A portion of the discussion of panel 
composition will necessitate the 
disclosure of information of a personal 
nature the disclosure of which would 
constitute a clearly, unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 
Accordingly, this portion of the meeting 
will also be closed to the public 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(6) 


Jonathan F. Thompson, 


Executive Assistant, Office of Science and 
Technology Policy. 


October 22, 1987. 
[FR Doc. 87-24932 Filed. 10-26-87; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 3170-01-m 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release No. IC-16066; 812-6881] 
The Thai Fund, Inc.; Application 
October 21, 1987. 


AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission (“SEC”). 

ACTION: Notice of Application for 
Exemption under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (“the 1940 Act’). 


Applicant: The Thai Fund, Inc. 
(referred to as the “Fand”). 

Relevant 1940 Act Sections: 
Exemption requested under section 6(c) 
of the 1940 Act for exemption from the 
provisions of section 12{d)(1}{A) of the 
1940 Act. 

Summary of Applications: Applicant 
seeks an order exemption it from the 
provisions of section 12(d)(1)(A) of the 
1940 Act to permit it to purchase all of 
the units of an investment entity in 
Thailand which will invest in the equity 
securities of Thai companies. 

Filing date: The application was filed 
on September 30, 1987, and amended on 
October 16, 1987. 

Hearing or notification of 
hearing: If no hearing is ordered, the 
application will be granted. Any 
interested: person may request a hearing 
on the application or ask to be notified if 
a hearing is ordered. Any requests must 
be received by the SEC by 5:30 p.m., on 
November 16, 1987. Request a hearing in 
writing, giving the nature of your 
interest, the reason for the request, and 
the issues you contest. Serve the 
Applicant with the request, either 
personally or by mail, and also send it to 
the Secretary of the SEC, along with 
proof of service by affidavit, or, for 
lawyers, by certificate. Request 
notification of the date of a hearing by 
writing to the Secretary of the SEC. 


appress: Secretary, SEC, 450 5th Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20549. Applicant, 
1633 Broadway, New York, New York 
10019. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard Pfordte, Special Counsel (202) 
272-2811 or Karen L. Skidmore, Special 
Counsel (202) 272-3023 (Division of 
Investment Management). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Following is a summary of the 
application; the complete application is 
available for a fee from either the SEC’s 
Public Reference Branch in person or the 
SEC's commercial copier who can be 
contacted at (800) 231-3282 (in Maryland 
(301) 258-4300). 


Applicant’s Representations 

1. The Fund, a Maryland corporation, 
intends to register as a closed-end 
investment company under the 1940 Act. 
The Fund's investment objective is long- 
term capital appreciation through 
investing in equity securities of Thai 
companies. In order to invest in Thai 
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securities, the Fund has established a 
vechile (the “Project”) that under Thai 
law will permit the Fund to have the 
benefits of ownership in Thai securities. 
The Fund will enter into an Investment 
Contract (‘Investment Contract’) 
between the Fund, a Thai bank (The 
Thai Farmers. Bank) as Custodian, and 
The Mutual Fund Company Limited 
(“MFC”), which will act as an 
investment adviser to the Fund. MFC, a 
Thai company, will register as an 
investment adviser under the 
Investment Advisers Act of 1940 
(“Advisers Act”) and is permitted: under 
Thai law to manage investments in Thai 
securities. 

2. Under the Investment Contract, 
MFC will invest, reinvest and trade in 
Thai securities. In the opinion of Thai 
counsel to the Fund, investment in Thai 
securities by the Project will be 
considered an investment by a Thai 
national and will not be subject to 
investment limitations that might 
otherwise be applicable to non-Thai 
nationals. Each installment contribution 
by the Fund to the Project will be 
evidenced by certificates representing 
Units (“Units”) of equal undivided 
interest in the Project. The Units will be 
the only investment securities held by 
the Fund. 

3. Under the terms of the Project and 
Investment Contract, the Units will be 
non-redeemable, non-transferable, and 
both the Project and the Investment 
Contract will terminate upon any 
transfer of the Units. Only the Fund can 
own and hold any interest in the Units 
and thus will be the sole beneficiary of 
the Project. Morgan Stanley Asset 
Management, Inc. (““MSAM”), a 
Delaware corporation registered as an 
investment adviser under the Advisers 
Act, will, under the Technical 
Assistance and Secondary Agreement 
(“Secondary Agreement”), provide 
advice to MFC relating to Thai and other 
securities held through the Project. 
MSAM is also the investment adviser 
with respect to any Fund assets not held 
through the Project. MFC, in turn, will 
provide investment research services to 
MSAM. The Fund’s management 
therefore will be bi-national and the 
said agreements will comply with the 
provisions of section 15 of the 1940 Act. 
Termination of one of such agreements 
by the Fund or by an investment adviser 
will terminate such other agreement if 
no successor investment adviser is 
appointed. 

4. The Project will also terminate if, 
among other things: (i) There is any 
transfer, assignment or other disposition 
of the Fund's interest in the Project; (ii) 
there is a change in Thai law which 
makes further operation of the Project 
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_illegal or, from the point of view of the 
Fund, unfeasible; (iii) the Fund’s Board 
of Directors determines that, in the light 
of certain events such as war, itis in the 
best interest of the Fund to do so; or (iv) 
in the case of bankruptcy or filing for 
bankruptcy relief by the Fund. 

5. Under the Investment Contract, all 
Thai and other securities of the Project 
will be held by the Custodian in a 
segregated account that, in the opinion 
of Thai counsel, will not be subject to 
the claims of creditors of the Custodian 
in the event of the Custodian’s 
bankruptcy. Legal title to the securitites 
of the Project, and the registration of the 
securities, will be in the name of “Thai 
Farmers Bank for MFC for the Project.” 
MFC will record the assets of the Project 
on its books and hold the title to such 
assets on a segregated basis from those 
of MFC. The assets in the Project will be 
held by the Custodian pursuant to a 
custody agreement which will comply 
with section 17(f) of the 1940 Act and the 
rules thereunder. 

6. MFC is the only institution in 
Thailand to date which has been 
licensed by The Thai Ministry of 
Finance for management of securities 
investment funds such as the Project. 
The shareholders of MFC and their 
pecentage of total authorized and issued 
share capital are as follows: Industrial 
Finance Corporation of Thailand 
(38.5%), Ministry of Finance (25.0%), 
Government Savings Bank (20.0%), 
International Finance Corporation 
(15.0%), Krung Thai Bank Ltd. (0.5%) and 
individuals (1.0%). The Thai Government 
controls the Government Savings Bank 
and Krung Thai Bank and through the 
Ministry of Finance approves the 
election of all directors of the Industrial 
Finance Corporation of Thailand. 

7. The advisory structure of the Fund 
in effect is substantially similar to the 
management of most U.S. investment 
companies except that MFC, and not the 
Fund, will have legal title to the assets 
held through the Project, as well as 
privileges of ownership, such as the 
right to vote and receive dividends with 
respect to all Thai and other securities 
held through the Project. 
Notwithstanding that the legal right to 
exercise privileges of ownership of Thai 
Securities must under Thai law reside 
with MFC and not the Fund, the 
Investment Contract will provide that 
MFC in carrying out its obligations 
under the Investment Contract as an 
investment adviser, shal! do so in 
accordance with the Fund’s investment 
objectives and policies as set forth in 
the Investment Contract (the same as 


those in the Fund's prospectus) and in 
accordance with guidelines and 
directions from the Fund's board of 
Directors. 

8. The Fund has filed a registration 
statement for its shares (“Shares”) 
under the Securities Act of 1933 (File no. 
33-17558). The Fund’s underwriting 
syndicate currently includes Solomon 
Brothers Inc (lead manager), 
International Finance Corporation 
(“IFC”), Deutsche Bank Capital 
Corporation and Morgan Stanley & Co. 
Incorporated, all of which, other than 
IFC, are broker-dealers registered under 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the 
“1934 Act”). Any additional members 
invited to join the underwriting 
syndicate will be registered under the 
1934 Act as broker-dealers. In 
connection with any foreign distribution 
of the Fund’s Shares, the underwriting 
syndicate may enter into 


subunderwriting agreements with other 


unregistered foreign broker-dealers and 
may offer and sell Shares to a selling 
group, which may include unregistered 
foreign broker-dealers. None of such 
subunderwriters will be in privity of 
contract with the Fund and therefore, 
the Fund represents, will not be deemed 
a “principal underwriter” as defined 
under section 2(a)(29) of the 1940 Act. 
All such unregistered foreign broker- 
dealers, however, will be required to 
limit their participation in the 
distribution to making offers and sales 
of Shares outside the United States to 
foreign nationals. 

9. IFC is an international organization 
affiliated through largely common 
ownership with the International Bank 
for Reconstruction and Development 
(The World Bank). IFC is owned 
exclusively by its 132 member 
goverments, including the United States 
and the Kingdom of Thailand. IFC's 
purpose is to promote the growth of 
productive, private investment and to 
assist enterprises that will contribute to 
the economic development of its 
developing member countries. As 
compensation for its underwriting 
services, IFC will receive from the Fund 
an underwriting fee payable to all 
underwriters as well as additional 
compensation payable to it as one of the 
managers of the underwriting syndicate. 
IFC's participation in the distribution of 
the Fund’s Shares, however, will be 
limited to offers and sales thereof made 
outside the United States (including its - 
territories and possessions) to foreign 
nationals. IFC will participate in 
activities of the underwriting syndicate 
in the United States solely through its 
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membership in such syndicate, and such 
activities will be carried out for the 
underwriting syndicate by Solomon 
Brothers Inc, a registered broker-dealer. 
It is contemplated that the predominant 
selling efforts and sales of the Shares 
will take place in the United States. 


Applicant's Legal Conclusions 


1. Section 12(d)(1)(A) of the 1940 Act 
prohibits, in part, any registered 
investment company from purchasing or 
otherwise acquiring any security issued 
by any other investment company, if, as 
a result of such transaction, the 
investment limitations in that 
subparagraph would be exceeded. 
Section 12(d)(1)(E) provides an 
exemption from the provisions of section 
12(d)(1)(A) of the 1940 Act provided that 
the company acquiring the securities of 
another investment company has, 
among other things, a registered broker- 
dealer as its principal underwriter. The 
Fund asserts that but for the use of a 
registered broker-dealer as principal 
underwriter requirement of section 
12(d)(1){E), the Fund would not require 
an exemption from section 12(d)(1)(A) 
because it could rely on section 
12(d)(1)(E). The fund undertakes to 
comply with all the provisions of section 
12(d)(1)(E) other than the condition set 
forth in section 12({d)}(1)(E)(i) pertaining 
to the registration of the principal 
underwriter as a broker-dealer. 


2. The Fund asserts that the Federa! 
securities laws, including the 1934 Act 
broker-dealer registration requirements, 
are primarily intended to protect 
American investors, and therefore, as a 
general matter, foreign broker-dealers 
that limit their activities to making 
offers and sales of U.S. securiites 
outside the United States to foreign 
nationals would not be required to 
register as broker-dealers under the 1934 
Act. The Fund also asserts that the 
legislative history of section 12(d)(1)(E) 
supports its request for an exemption 
from section 12(d)(1)(A) because those 
key facts which Congress deemed 
necessary for an exemption from the 
provisions of section 12(d)(1)(A) as set 
forth in section 12(d)(1)(E) of the 1940 
Act, i.e., where the principal underwriter 
for sales of shares in the United States 
is a broker-dealer registered under the 
1934 Act, are present in this situation. 
The Fund asserts that this should 
particularly be the case where the 
substantial part of the selling efforts and 
sales of Fund Shares in the initia] 
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distribution are contemplated to be in 
the United States. 

3. Further, The Fund submits that the 
dangers of fund holding companies, 
which Congress sought to eliminate 
when enacting the 1970 Act amendments 
to section 12(d){1) of the 1940 Act, are 
not present in this situation and that the 
exemptive relief sought would be 
consistent with the protection of 
investors and the purposes of section 
12(d){1). 

Applicant’s Condition 

The fund agrees that if the requested 
order is granted such order will be 
expressly conditioned on its compliance 
with the undertakings set forth above. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 


Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 


Jonathan G. Katz, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-24823 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 


Form Submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget for 
Extension of Clearance 


The following form has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 


and Budget (OMB) for extension of 
clearance in compliance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S. 
Chapter 35): 


SSS-—404 


Title: Potential Board Member 
Information Sheet 

Need and/or use: |s used to identify 
individuals willing to serve as 
members of local, appeal or review 
boards in the Selective Service 
System 

Respondents: Potential board members 

Burden: A burden of 15 minutes or less 
on the individual respondent 


Copies of the above identified form 
can be obtained upon written request to 
Selective Service System, Reports 
Clearance Officer, Washington, DC 
20435. 

Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
extension of clearance of the form 
should be sent within 30 days of 
publication of this notice to Selective 
Service System, Reports Clearance 
Officer, Washington, DC 20435. 

A copy of the comments should be 
sent to Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs, Attention: Desk 
Officer, Selective Service System, Office 
of Management and Budget, New 


a 


Name and address 


J. Wayne Gaylord, 115 Old Military Trail, Forney, TX 75126 


L. Quincy McPherson, 4419 Creekmeadow Drive, Dallas, TX 75252 
Bobby Hashaway, 2802 Centennial Dr., Garland, TX 75042 


Charles W. Dees, 12519 Renior Lane, Dallas, TX 75230 
Michael N. Maberry, 5569 Weonah, Dallas, TX 75209 

J. Thomas Hudgins, 10115 Green Tree, Houston, TX 77042 
Steven V. Boswell, 5454 Amesburg, Dallas, TX 75206 

John G. Farmer, Jr., 7738 Lemmonwood, Dallas, TX 75231 
James B. Gardner, 9137 Locarno, Dallas, TX 75231 
Richard C. Amacher, 7340 Williamswood, Dallas, TX 75252 


Tom Bartlett, 5590 Spring Valley Rd., #F206, Dallas, TX 75240... 
Joe Samford, 6059 Ellsworth, Dallas, TX 75214 
MBank Dallas, N.A., 1717 Main Street, Dallas, TX 75201 


Manager, Exec. V.P., Secretary, Asst. Sec., 
and Director. 

President & Director 

Treasurer & Assistant Sec.... 


Investment Officer 
Investment Officer 
Shareholder 
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Executive Office Building, Room 3235, 
Washington, DC 20503. 


Dated: October 15, 1987. 
Jerry D. Jennings, 
Acting Director. 
[FR Doc. 87-24757 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8015-01-M 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
[Proposed License No. 06/06-0295] 


Application for License To Operate As 
a Small Business Investment 
Company; MCap Corp. 


An application for a license to operate 
a small business investment company 
under the provisions of the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958, as 
amended (15 U.S.C. 661 et seg.) has been 
filed by MCap Corp. (Applicant), 1717 
Main Street, 6th Floor, Momentum Place, 
Dallas, Texas 75201, with the Small 
Business Administration (SBA) pursuant 
to 13 CFR 107.102 (1987). 

The proposed officers, directors, 
manager, and shareholder of the 
Applicant are as follows: 


Percent of 


Position ownership 


+ 
o 
| oooooocoooooc°oo ° 


1 100% owned by MCorp, the largest bank holding company in the State of Texas. MCorp stock is traded on the New York Exchange. MBank 
Dallas, N.A. owns 73 percent of MVenture Corp, a licensed Small Business Investment Company located at 1717 Main Street, 7th Floor, 


Momentum Place, Dallas, Texas 75201. 


The Applicant will begin operations 
with a capitalization of $3,500,000 and 
will be a source of equity capital and 
long term loan funds for qualified small 
business concerns. 

The Applicant will conduct its 
operations in the States of Texas, 
Oklahoma, Louisiana and New Mexico. 

Matters involved in SBA's 
consideration of the application include 
the general business reputation and 


character of the proposed owner and 
management, and the probability of 
successful operations of the company 
under their management, including 
adequate profitability and financial 
soundness in accordance with the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958, as 
amended, and the SBA Rules and 
Regulations. 

Notice is further given that any person 
may, not later than 30 days from the 


date of publication of this Notice, submit 
written comments on the proposed 
Applicant. Any such communication 
should be addressed to the Deputy 
Associate Administrator for Investment, 
Small Business Administration, 1441 “L” 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20416. 


A copy of the Notice will be published 
in a newspaper of general circulation in 
the Dallas, Texas, area. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business 
Investment Companies) 
Robert G. Lineberry, 
Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment. 

Dated: October 16, 1987. 
[FR Doc. 87-24663 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8025-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Highway Administration 
[FHWA Docket No. MC 87-13, Notice No. 2] 


Driver’s Record of Duty Status; 
Granting of Exemptions 


AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of the granting of 
exemptions. 


sSummaARY: Notice is hereby given that 
the FHWA has granted an exemption to 
each of the following motor carriers 
operating in interestate or foreign 
commerce, from certain requirements of 
§ 395.8, Driver's record of duty status, of 
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Regulations (FMCSR's), conditioned 
upon the use of an automatic recording 
system. The motor carriers are Calzona 
Tankways, Inc., Phoenix/Tucson, 
Arizona, Central Distribution System,- 
Inc., St. Paul, Minnesota, and Wetterau 
Transportation Incorporated, Greenville 
Division, Greenville, Kentucky. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 27, 1987. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Thomas P. Kozlowski, Office of 
Motor Carrier Standards, (202) 366-2999, 
or Mr. Thomas P. Holian, Office of the 
Chief Counsel, (202) 366-1355, Federal 
Highway Administration, Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, SW.., 
Washington, DC 20590. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
applicants requested an exemption from 
certain DOT regulations found at 49 CFR 
395.8 to permit the use of an on-board 
computer system that electronically 
records and monitors driver and 
equipment performance in lieu of 
recording the required hours-of-service 
information in the driver's own 
handwriting. Notice of these requests for 
exemption was published in the Federal 
Register on July 31, 1987, FHWA Docket 
No. MC 87-13 (52 FR 28633). There was 
one comment received. The 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters 
(IBT) continues to oppose the granting of 
exemptions from the handwritten log 
requirement. The IBT’s major issue of 
concern is the enforcement of the hours- 


of-service requirements at roadside 
inspections. 

The FHWA believes that the on-board 
computer, which will be used in lieu of 
handwritten records of duty status, will 
provide an equally accurate record of a 
driver's hours of service. Moreover, the 
FHWA's granting of these exemptions is 
part of its review of the existing 
recordkeeping requirements associated 
with the hours of service regulations. | 
The motor carriers are required to retain 
the driver's record of duty status, for the 
6-month period immediately preceding 
the implementation of the on-board 
computer program, for one year. The 
FHWA has requested comments on the 
use of on-board recording devices by an 
advance notice of proposed rulemaking, 
FHWA Docket No. MC-130, Driver's 
Record of Duty Status; On-Board 
Recording Devices; Request for 
Comments, published in the Federal 
Register on July 13 (52 FR 26289). After 
receipt of comments to the advance 
notice of proposed rulemaking, due 
October 13, 1987, and review of the 
experience of the motor carriers granted 
waivers, the FHWA will determine if 
further rulemaking is warranted and 
these exemptions will continue. 

Exemptions have been issued at 
Central Distribution System, Inc., St. 
Paul, Minnesota, Calzona Tankways, 
Inc., Phoenix/Tucson, Arizona, and 
Wetterau Transportation Inc., 
Greenville Division, Greenville, 
Kentucky, to use the Cadec Systems, 
Inc., on-board computer. This system 
displays the information pertaining to 
hours of service and the driver's record 
of duty status required by the FMCSR’s 
on demand. 

Deviation from the following 
provisions of 49 CFR 395.8 has been 
authorized: 

{1) That portion of paragraph (a) 
which requires the driver to prepare a 
record of duty status while on duty or 
driving; 

{2) That portion of paragraph (a) 
which requires the driver's record of 
duty status to be prepared in duplicate; 

(3) That portion of paragraph (f)(2) 
which requires all entries relating to the 
driver's duty status to be made in the 
driver's own handwriting; and 

(4) The precise grid form found in 
paragraph (g) is waived to permit the 
use of an electronically produced grid. 

In addition, they are authorized to 
deviate from those parts of paragraphs 
(c) and {h){5) requiring a highway mile - 
post or intersection designation where 
change of duty status does not occur at 
a city, town or village only during the 
current trip. This information must be 
shown by the use of a code and a code 
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description of the electronically 
produced grid. 

These exemptions apply only to 
drivers operating company controlled 
truck-tractors in interstate or foreign 
commerce that are equipped with an on- 
board computer system capable of 
creating hours of service documentation. 

These exemptions are being granted 
in a continuing effort to test alternative 
methods of reducing the paperwork 
burden of drivers and motor carriers. 
Through the collection of test data, the 
FHWA is attempting to establish 
feasible alternative methods of 
controlling a driver's hours of service. 
These exemptions are in addition to the 
exemption granted to seven other motor 
carriers, to test the on-board computer 
system to record a driver's record of 
duty status. 

A copy of each exemption identified 
herein, a description of each on-board 
computer system, and each request for a 
waiver of certain portions of 49 CFR 
Part 395 are available for inspection in 
Room 4205, Office of the Chief Counsel, 
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington, 
DC 20590. 
(49 U.S.C. App. 2505: 49 U.S.C. 3102; 49 CFR 
1.48.) 

Issued on: October 20, 1987. 
R. A. Barnhart,. 
Federal Highway Administrator, Federal 
Highway Administration. 
[FR Doc. 87-27812 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 49120-22-M 


Maritime Administration 
{Docket $-817] 


Application for Written Consent To 
Operate in the Domestic Trade; Sea- 
Land Service, Inc. 


Notice is hereby given that on 
October 19, 1987, Sea-Land Service, Inc. 
(Sea-Land) requested that the Maritime 
Administration (MARAD) permit a 90 
day extension of time for the temporary 
transfer and use of three Lance class 
vessels and one C6 class vessel 
(American Lark, American Legion, 
American Liberty, and American 
Marketer) in a purely domestic Sea- 
Land West Coast-Hawaii-Guam service 
pursuant to the authority of section 506 
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended (Act). These four vessels are 
owned or chartered by United States 
Lines, Inc. (USL) and are currently being 
operated in the proposed domestic 
service by Sea-Land pursuant to 
bareboat charters which were approved 
by the United States Bankruptcy Court, 
Southern District of New York. 
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On. August 5, 1987, MARAD granted 
Sea-Land permission pursuant to section 
506 to operate the four vessels in the 
domestic trade for 90 days upon 
cessation of USL’s service. The first 
weekly sailing which USL failed to make 
was the August 14, 1987, sailing so the 
current 90-day written consent will 
expire on November 12, 1987. 

Section 506 of the Act permits the 
temporary transfer to such domestic 
service for up to six months in any year 
of vessels built with construction- 
differential subsidy (CDS) whenever the 
Secretary determines that such transfer 
is necessary or appropriate to carry out 
the purposes of the Act. Consent by 
MARAD is conditional upon payment to 
MARAD, upon such terms as MARAD 
may prescribe of “an amount which 
bears the same portion to the CDS paid 
by the Secretary as such temporary 
period bears to the economic life of the 
vessels.” 

This request is necessitated by virtue 
of the fact, as disclosed in the July 9 
application, Sea-Land's permanent 
service in the trade is to be conducted 
with five vessels intended to be 
acquired in admiralty auctions. Those 
vessels will be auctioned pursuant to 
court orders entered in proceedings 
which have been commenced by the 
Maritime Administration in the United 
States District Court for the Northern 
District of California. 

Although the five vessels have been 
arrested, for reasons entirely outside the 
control of Sea-Land, the auction and 
confirmation of sale of the vessels 
cannot be completed prior to expiration 
of the present 90-day permission period. 

The auction sale of the five vessels is 
scheduled to take place on November 
17. It is anticipated that the confirmation 
of sale under interlocutory order will 
take place on November 20, 1987. 

The memorandum of law filed by the 
Department of Justice in support of 
MARAD's request for entry of the orders 
of interlocutory sale notes that “these 
vessels are to be immediately put into 
service after being sold, subject to 
certain repair work and modifications.” 

Sea-Land anticipates that each of the 
vessels being acquired will require a 
period of drydocking, for 
accomplishment of repairs and 
modifications essential for their 
operation in the trade, prior to their 
replacing the chartered vessels. 

In requesting this extension, Sea-Land 
is prepared to accept the same 
conditions set forth in MARAD’s letter 
of August 5, 1987. 

Although publication of a Notice with 
respect to Sea-Land’s request for 
permission under section 506 is not 
required, the Maritime Administration 


believes that it is appropriate to provide 
an opportunity for interested parties to 
comment on Sea-Land's application. 
Any person, firm, or corporation 
having any interest in the application for 
section 506 written consent and desiring 
to submit comments concerning the 
application must file written comments 
in triplicate, to the Secretary, Maritime 
Administration, Room 7300, Nassif 
Building, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20590, by the close of 
business on November 5, 1987. The 
Maritime Administration, as a matter of 
discretion, will consider any comments 
submitted and take such action with 
respect thereto as may be deemed 
appropriate. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 20.800 Construction-Differential 
Subsidies (CDS)) 
By Order of the Maritime Administrator. 
Date: October 22, 1987. 
James E. Saari, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 87-24811 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-81-M 


Research and Special Programs 
Administration 


[Notice No. 87-4] 


Availability of Proposed Changes to 
the International Atomic Energy 
Agency Regulations and Request for 
Public Comment 


AGENCY: Research and Special Programs 
Administration (RSPA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of availability and 
request for comment. 


SUMMARY: The International Atomic 
Energy Agency's (IAEA) proposed 
Changes of Detail to IAEA Safety Series 
No. 6, entitled ‘Regulations for the Safe 
Transport of Radioactive Materials,” are 
available for public review and 
comment. 

DATE: Comments should be received by 
November 27, 1987. 

ADDRESS: The IAEA's proposed changes 
are available for review in the Dockets 
Unit, Office of Hazardous Materials 
Transportation, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590, Room 8426, 
10:00-4:00, Monday through Friday. 
Additionally, comments on the proposed 
changes should be addressed to the 
Dockets Unit at the same address. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael E. Wangler, Chief, Radioactive 
Materials Branch, Technical Division, 
Office of Hazardous Materials 
Transportation, U.S. Department of 
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Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590, (202) 366-4545. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Many 
countries and international transport 
organizations throughout the world have 
adopted the standards of the IAEA’s 
“Regulations for the Safe Transport of 
Radioactive Materials” (IAEA 
Regulations). These regulations are 
currently found in IAEA publication 
Safety Series No. 6, 1985 Edition (SS6- 
85). The DOT Hazardous Materials 
Regulations (Subchapter C of 49 CFR; 
HMR) at § 171.12(e) permit the import 
and export of radioactive materials, 
under certain conditions, if packages are 
prepared for shipment in accordance 
with the IAEA Regulations. Currently, 

§ 171.12(e) references Safety Series No. 
6, 1973 Revised Edition (as amended). 
However, the HMR are periodically 
amended to allow conformance with 
most of the IAEA Regulations for 
domestic transportation. It is anticipated 
that the HMR will be amended to allow 
conformance with SS6-85 prior to 
January 1, 1990. Thus any changes to the 
SS6-85 may effect the HMR. 

The IAEA has instituted a new 
process for the continuing review and 
revision of its regulations. This process 
will lead to supplements to the IAEA 
Regulations and its supportive 
documents being issued every 2 years, 
thereby allowing the IAEA Regulations 
to remain current with technology and 
needs. 

As part of this process the IAEA 
convened a Technical Committee 
meeting from June 22-26, 1987 to 
consider proposals for amendments and 
identified problems submitted by IAEA 
Member States and international 
organizations in connection with the 
IAEA Regulations. Additionally, the 
Technical Committee considered advice 
and reports developed by consultant 
groups examining specific aspects of the 
regulatory standards for transport. The 
Technical Committee was charged with 
the tasks of examining the justification 
for the proposed amendments and of 
recommending changes suitable for 
early adoption in the IAEA Regulations. 
To ensure that Member States were 
represented, the Technical Committee 
consisted of designated representatives 
of the Member States. 

Asa result of the meeting, the 
Technical Committee recommended 2 
types of changes: (1) Those that were 
designated as “minor changes” that do 
not alter the substance of the IAEA 
Regulations; (2) those that were 
designated as ‘changes of detail.” Minor 
changes comprise matters such as 
editorial corrections, drafting errors and 
internal consistencies. The consequent 
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amendment to the Regulations for this 
type of change will be promulgated in 
due course without prior approval by 
Member States. Changes of Detail are 
considered to be essential by the IAEA 
to keep the Regulations current. These 
changes can only be promulgated by the 
Director General of the [AEA after 
giving Member States not less than 90 
days notice to comment on the changes. 

The Director General has invoked the 
90 day notice procedure and has 
transmitted the changes to the U.S. and 
other Member States. Since 
amendments of the IAEA Regulations 
may have an effect on the HMR, the 
public is invited to review the changes 
and to submit comments on the 
proposed changes. To facilitate this 
process, a copy of the changes has been 
placed in DOT's Docket Unit for use by 
the public. Copies of the proposed 
changes may be obtained upon request 
to the Dockets Unit. Comments 
submitted by the public will be 
considered and incorporated into the 
U.S. response to the changes. 


Issued in Washington, DC on October 22, 
1987 under authority delegated in 49 CFR Part 
106, Appendix A. 

Alan L. Roberts, 

Director, Office of Hazardous Materials 
Transportation. 

[FR Doc. 87-24839 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45.amj 
BILLING CODE 4910-60-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Public information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review 


Date: October 21, 1987. 


The Department of Treasury has 
submitted the following public 
information collection requirement{s) to 
OMB for review and clearance under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
Pub. L. 96-511. Copies of the 
submission{s) may be obtained by 
calling the Treasury Bureau Clearance 
Office listed. Comments to the OMB 
reviewer listed and to the Treasury 
Department Clearance Officer, 
Department of the Treasury, Room 2224, 
15th and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20220. 


Internal Revenue Service 


OMB Number: 1545-0004 

Form Number: SS-8 

Type of Review: Revision 

Title: Information for Use in 
Determining Whether a Worker is an 
Employee for Federal Employment 
Taxes and Income Tax withholding 

Description: This form is used by 
employers and workers to furnish 
information to IRS in order to obtain a 
determination as to whether a worker 
is an employee for purposes of 
Federal employment taxes and 
income tax withholding. IRS uses the 
information on Forms SS-8 to make 
the determination. 

Respondents: Individuals or households, 
State or local governments, Farms, 
Businesses or other for-profit, Federal 
agencies or employees, Non-profit 
institutions, Small businesses or 
organizations 

Estimated Burden: 30,063 hours 


OMB Numbers: 1545-0609 

Form Number: 1285C, 1285(SC), 
1285(DO) 

Type of Review: Extension 

Title: Problem Resolution Program; 
Followup Letter 

Description: After taxpayer problem is 
resolved follow-up letter comments 


are needed to evaluate individual case | 


processing, monitor taxpayer 
satisfaction, and provide a form for 
taxpayer to comment or suggest 
improvements on the program. The 
F1285 series letters are used for these 
purposes. 

Respondents: Individuals or households, 
Farms, Businesses or other for-profit 

Estimated Burden: 3.000 hours 

Clearance Officer: Garrick Shear (202) 
535-4297, Internal Revenue Service, 
Room 5571, 1111 Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington, DC 20224 

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf (202) 
395-6880, Office of Management and 
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive 
Office, Building, Washington, DC 
20503 

Dale A. Morgan, 

Departmental Reports Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 87-24783 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4810-25-M 
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Public Information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review 


Date: October 21, 1987. 


The Department of Treasury has made 
revision and resubmitted the following 
public information collection 


’ requirement(s) to OMB for review and 


clearance under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, Pub. L. 96-511. 
Copies of the submission(s) may be 


- obtained by calling the Treasury Bureau 


Clearance Officer listed. Comments 
regarding these information collections 
should be addressed to the OMB 
reviewer listed and to the Treasury 
Department Clearance Officer, Room 
2224, Main Treasury Building, 15th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20220. 


” Internal Revenue Service 


OMB Number: 1545-0935 

Form Number: 1120-FSC and Schedule P 
(Form 1120-FSC) 

Type of Review: Resubmission 

Title: U.S.S Income Tax Return of a 
Foreign Sales Corporation and 
Related Schedules. Schedule P- 
Computation of Transfer Price or 
Commission 

Description: Form 1120-FSC is filed by 
foreign corporations that have elected 
to be Foreign Sales Corporations 
(FSCs) of small FSCs. The FSC uses 
Form 1120-FSC to report income and 
expenses and to figure its tax liability. 
IRS uses Form 1120-FSC, and 
Schedule P (Form 1120-FSC) to 
determine whether the FSC has 
correctly reported its income and 
expenses and figured its tax liability 
correctly. 

Respondents: Businesses or other for- 
profit 

Estimated Burden: 52,889 hours 

Clearance Officer: Garrick Shear (202) 
535-4297, Room 5571, 1111 
Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20224 

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf (202) 
395-6880, Office of Management and 
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 20503 

Dale A. Morgan, 

Department Reports Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 87-24784 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4810-25-M 





Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(3). 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

“FEDERAL REGISTER“ CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 52 FR 38997, 
Tuesday, October 20, 1987. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
CF MEETING: 9:30 a.m. (Eastern Time), 
Tuesday, October 27, 1987. 

CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The Meeting 
Scheduled for Tuesday, October 27, 
1987, has been canceled. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Cynthia C. Matthews, 
Executive Officer (Acting), Executive 
Secretariat, (202) 634-6748. 


Dated: October 22, 1987. 
Cynthia C. Matthews, 


Executive Officer (Acting), Executive 
Secretariat. 


[FR Doc. 87-24852 Filed 10-23-87; 11:46 am] 
BILLING CODE 6750-06-M 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 


October 19, 1987. 


The following item has been deleted 
from the list of agenda items scheduled 
for consideration at the October 20, 
1987, Open Meeting and previously 
listed in the Commission’s Notice of 
October 13, 1987. The Commission 
intends to consider this item at the next 
scheduled Open Meeting on November 
24, 1987. 


Agenda, Item No. and Subject 


Mass Media—3—Title: Petitions for 
Reconsideration and Clarification of 
Commission's Indecency Enforcement 
Standards, filed by Action for Children's 
Television, et a/, and the National 
Association of Broadcasters. Summary: 
The Commission will consider the above 
referenced Petitions with respect to its 
decisions, adopted on April 16, 1987, 
involving: Infinity Broadcasting 
Corporation of Pennsylvania, licensee of 
Station WYSP (FM), Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania; Pacifica Foundation, Inc., 
licensee of Station KPFK (FM), Los 
Angeles, California; and The Regents of 
The University of California, licensee of 
Station KCSB-FM, Santa Barbara, 
California. 


Additional information concerning 
this item may be obtained from Sarah 
Lawrence, Office of Congressional and 


Public Affairs, telephone number (202) 
632-5050. 


Federal Communications Commission. 
Issued: October 19, 1987. 

William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-24873 Filed 10-23-87; 11:46 am] 

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


October 21, 1987. 


The following notice of meeting is 
published pursuant to section 3(a) of the 
Government in the Sunshine Act (Pub. L. 
94409), 5 U.S.C. 552B: 

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., October 28, 
1987. 


PLACE: 825 North Capitol Street, NE., 
Room 9306, Washington, DC 20426. 
STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Agenda. 


Note.—Items listed on the agenda may be 
deleted without further notice. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Telephone (202) 357-8400. 
This is a list of matters to be 
considered by the Commission. It does 
not include a listing of all papers 
relevant to the items on the agenda; 
however, all public documents may be 
examined in the Public Reference Room. 


Consent Power Agenda, 865th Meeting— 
October 28, 1837, Regular Meeting (10:00 a.m.) 


CAP-1. 
Project No. 10371-001, CPS Products, Inc. 
CAP-2. 
Project No. 4238-003, Racehorse Company 
CAP-3. 
Project No. 8488-003, Cosumer River Water 
and Power Authority 
CAP-4. 
Project No. 5376-002 and 003, Boise 
Cascade Corporation 
CAP-5. 
Project No. 3189-015, Rock Creek Limited 
Partnership 
CAP-6. 
Project No. 5931-003, Roseburg Resources 
Company and Mega Renewables 
CAP-7. 
Project No. 9930-003, Northern Hydro 
Consultants, Inc. 
CAP-8. 
Project Nos. 4940-002 and 7612-002, 
Eastern States Energy and Resources, 
Inc. 
CAP-9. 
Project No. 5926-003, City of Bellevue, 
Washington 
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CAP-10. 

Project No. 8620-001, Bath County, 
Kentucky, and Eastern State Energy & 
Resources, Inc. 

Project No. 8635-000, Independence Electric 
Corporation 

CAP-11. 
Docket No. UL87-5-001, Pardeeville 
Electric Company 
CAP-12. 
Project No. 3986-003, Swift River Company 
CAP-13. 
Project No. 8936-001, BES Hydro Company 
CAP-14. 

Docket No. ER87-612-000, Niagara 

Mohawk Power Corporation 
CAP-15. 

Docket No. ER87-608-000, Kanawha Valley 

Power Company 
CAP-16. 

Docket No. ER87-418-000, Niagara 

Mohawk Power Corporation 
CAP-17. 

Docket No. EL87-51-000, Cajun Electric 
Power Cooperative, Inc. v. Gulf States 
Utilities Company 

Docket No. ER87-639-000, Gulf States 
Utilities Company 

CAP-18. 

Docket No. ER82-769-008, Minnesota 

Power & Light Company 
CAP-19. 

Docket No. ER87-506-001, Sierra Pacific 

Power Company 
CAP-20. 

Docket Nos. ER87-107-002 and 003, Idaho 
Power Company and Utah Power & Light 
Company 

Docket No. EL87-8-001, Pacific Power & 
Light Company 

Docket No. ER86-570-003, Idaho Power 
Company 

CAP-21. 

Docket Nos. EL87-19-001 and 002, Florida 

Power & Light Company 
CAP-22. 

Docket Nos. ER87-105-001, 002, 004, ER87— 
106-001, 002, 004 and 005, Appalachian 
Power Company 

CAP-23. 

Docket No. ER84—579-012 and ER84-707- 

003, AEP Generating Company 
CAP-24. 

Docket No. QF87-421-000, Prodek/Hydro 

Resources Joint Venture 
CAP-25. 

Docket No. QF86-594-001, Weyerhaeuser 

Company 


Consent Miscellaneous Agenda 


CAM-1. 
Docket No. FA85-49-001, Public Service 
Company of New Mexico 
CAM-2. 
Docket Nos. FA84-61-001 and FA87-67- 
000, Central Maine Power Company 
CAM-3. 
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Docket No. RM87-26-000, Filing Fees 
Under the Independent Offices 
Appropriations Act of 1952 

4 


Docket No. GP87-32-000, Oklahoma 
Corporation Commission, Section 102(c) 
NGPA Determination, Fox No. 1 Well, 
FERC JD No. 8630785 

CAM-5. 

Docket No. GP-34-000, State of New 
Mexico, NGPA Section 108, Mobil 
Producing Texas & New Mexico, Inc., 
State A No. 6 Well, FERC JD No. 86- 
31855 

CAM-6. 

Docket No. GP83-50-000, B&W Oil 
Company 

Docket No. GP83-51-000, Catoosa 
Exploration Corporation 

Docket No. GP83-52-000, Miller Contract 
Drilling, Inc. 

CAM-7. 

Docket No. GP87-1-000, Arkla Energy 
Resources, a Division of Arkla, Inc., 
Complainant v. Alice-Sidney Oil 
Company and Anthony Oil & Gas 
Company, Respondents 

-8 


Docket No. GP87-30-000, John J. 
Christmann v. Northwest Pipleine 
Corporation 

Docket No. GP87-36-000, Walter S. Fees, Jr. 
v. Northwest Pipeline Corporation 

Docket No. GP87-38-000, Fuel Resources 
Development Co. v. Northwest Pipeline 
Corporation 

Docket No. GP87—44-000, J.C. Thompson v. 
Northwest Pipeline Corporation 

CAM-8. 

Docket No. RO87-17-000, Sherer Oil 
Company, Inc. and Ringer Tri-State Oil 
Company, Inc. 

CAM-10. 

Docket No. GP87-39-000, North Dakota 
Industrial Commission, Section 102 
NGPA Determination, Hunt Energy 
Corporation, Pederson #1 Sec. 20, T158N, 
R95W, Williams County, N.D., FERC 
JD82-4052 

CAM-11. 

Docket No. RM85-6-000, Waiver of the 
Water Quality Certification 
Requirements of Section 401(a)(1) of the 
Clean Water Act 


Consent Gas Agenda 


CAG-1. 
Omitted 
CAG-2. 
Docket No. RP88-1-000, Bayou Interstate 
Pipeline System 
G-3 


Docket No. RP88-5-000, Transcontinental 
Gas Pipe Line Corporation 
CAG~+4. 
Docket No. RP88-8-000, United Gas 
Pipeline Company 
CAG-5. 
Docket No. TA88-1-5-000, Midwestern Gas 
Transmission Company 
G-6. 


Docket Nos. TA88-1-29-000 and 001, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation 

CAG-~-7. 
Docket Nos. TA88-1-48-000 and 001, ANR 

Pipeline Company 


CAG-8. 

Docket No. TA88-1-49-000, Williston Basin 

Interstate Pipeline Company 
CAG-9. 

Docket No. TA88-1-51-000, Great Lakes 

Gas Transmission Company 
CAG-10. 

Docket Nos. RP88-4—000 and 001, 

Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Company 
CAG-11. 

Docket No. RP88-7-000, KN Energy, Inc. 
CAG-12. 

Docket Nos. TA87-3-22-001 and TA87-2- 
22-000, Consolidated Gas Transmission 
Corporation 

CAG-13. ; 

Docket Nos. TA87-5-21-001 and TA82-1- 
21-024, Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation 

CAG-14. ; 

Docket Nos. TA88-1-38-000 and 001, 

Ringwood Gathering Company 
CAG-15. ; 
Docket No. TA87-3-55-000, Mountain Fuel 
Resources, Inc. 
CAG-16. 
Omitted 
CAG-17. . 
Docket No. RP87-86-002, KN Energy, In 
CAG-18. 

Docket No. RP85-13-016, Northwest 

Pipeline Corporation 
CAG-19. 

Docket Nos. RP87-84-001 and 002, El Paso 

Natural Gas Company 
CAG-20. 

Docket Nos. RP87—13-005 and RP87-69-003, 

South Georgia Natural Gas Company 
CAG-21. 

Docket No. TA87-2-30-002, Trunkline Gas 

Company 
CAG-22. 

Docket No. TA87-3-22-002, Consolidated 

Gas Transmission Corporation 
CAG-23. 

Docket Nos. TA87-5-21-002, 003 and 004, 

Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation 
CAG-24. 

Docket No. RP86-102-003, Equitable Gas 
Company, a Division of Equitable 
Resources; Inc. 

CAG-25. 

Docket Nos. RP86-106-007 and 008, Arkla 
Energy Resources, a Division of Arkia, 
Inc. 

CAG-26. 

Docket Nos. RP86-52-009, 010, RP86-109- 

005 and 006, Kentucky West Virginia Gas 


Docket Nos. RP87-26-004, 005 and 006, 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Tenneco Inc. 

CAG-29. , 

Docket Nos. RP82-58-018 through 021, 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 

Docket Nos. RP82-105-005 through 007, 
Central Illinois Light Company 

CAG-30. 

Docket No. TA87-3-48-007, ANR Pipeline 

Company 
CAG-31. 

Docket No. TA87-3-48-008, ANR Pipeline 

Company 
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CAG-32. 

Docket Nos. CP86-582-002, 004 through 013, 
015, RP86-162-003 through 012, 014, 
RP85-150-009 through 013 and RP86-97- 
010 through 017, Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America 

CAG-33. 

Docket No. RP87-72-000, Interstate Power 
Company v. Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America 

CAG-34. 

Docket Nos. RP87-52-000 and RP85-209- 

000, United Gas Pipeline Company 
CAG-35. 

Docket Nos. RP87-38-000, 001, 002 and 
CP87-193-000, Louisiana-Nevada Transit 
Company 

CAG-36. 

Omitted 

CAG-37. 
Docket Nos. CI63-1045-001 and 002, 
Samson Resources Company 
CAG-38. 
Docket No. CI87~-702-001, KOGAS, Inc. 
CAG-39. 

Docket No. CI87-261-001, American 
Royalty Producing Company (successor- 
in-interest to Partnership Properties 
Company) 

CAG-—40. 


CAG-41. 

Docket No. C187-806-000, Shell Gas 
Trading Company 

Docket No. CI87-809-000, Amalgamated 
Pipeline Company 

Docket No. CI87-811-000, CNG Trading 
Company 

Docket No. CI87-816-000, LL&E Gas 
Marketing, Inc. 

Docket No. CI87-825-000, V.H.C. Gas 
Systems, L.P. 

Docket No. CI87-826-000, Standard Gas 
Marketing Company 

Docket No. C187-847-000, Texas Eastern 
Gas Services Company 

Docket No. CI87-854-000, ARCO Oil and 
Gas Company, Division of Atlantic 
Richfield Company 

Docket No. CI87-873-000, Sunshine Energy 
Company 

Docket No. CI87-883-000, Meridian Oil 
Trading Inc. 

Docket No. CI87-889-000, Associated 
Natural Gas, Inc. 

CAG-42. 

Docket Nos. CP87-457-001 and 002, 

Trunkline Gas Company 
CAG-43. 

Docket No. CP86-86-001, Northern States 

Power Company 
CAG-44. 

Docket Nos. RP86-115-005, 006, 007, RP87- 
15-012, 013, 014, CP86-586-001, 002 and 
003, Trunkline Gas Company 

CAG-45. 

Docket No. RP74-50-025, Florida Gas 
Transmission Company 

Docket No. RP74-50-024, Florida Gas 
Transmisssion Company (Basic 
Incorporated (formerly Basic Magnesia, 
Inc.)) 

Docket No. RP74-50-026, Florida Gas 
Transmission Company (Gardinier, Inc. 
and Coopers & Lybrand, Trustee) 
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CAG-—46. 

Docket No. CP87—156-000, Panhandle 

Eastern Pipe Line Company 
CAG-47. 

Docket No. CP84-643-000, United Texas 
Transmission Company, Complainant v. 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Tenneco Inc., Entex, Inc. and 
Channel Industries Gas Company, 
Respondents 

CAG-48. 

Docket No. TC87-8-000, Natural Gas 

Pipeline Company of America 
AG-49. 


Docket No. CP86-360-000, Northern 
Natural Gas Company, Divisions of 
Enron Corporation 

CAG-50. 

Docket No. RP86-14-033, Columbia Gulf 
Transmission Company 

Docket No. RP86-15-033, Columbia Gas 
Transmissin Corporation 

CAG-51. 

Docket Nos. CP86-232-013, 015 through 020, 
CP84—486-000, CP86-504-000, CP86-551- 
000, CP86-573-000, CP86-598-000, CP86- 
645-000, CP86-655-000, CP86-660-000, 
CP86-669-000, CP86-670-000 and CP86- 
671-000, Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company 

Docket No. CP86-584-000, Independent 
Petroleum Association of Mountain 
States v. Panhandle Eastern Piple Line 
Company 

Docket No. CP86-663-000, Independent 
Petroleum Association of Mountain 
States v. Colorado Interstate Gas 
Company 


I. Licensed Project Matters 
P-1. 
Omitted 
P-2. 
Omitted 
P-3 


Omitted 
II. Electric Rate Matters 


ER-1. 
Reserved 


Miscellaneous Agenda 

M-1, 

Reserved 

M-2. 

Reserved 

M-3. 

Docket No. RM87-25-000, Regulations 
Delegating Authority. Final Rule. 

M-4. 

Docket No. RM86-14-000, Revisions to the 
Purchased Gas Adjustment Regulations. 
Final Rule. 

M-5. 

Docket No. GP84—20-002, City of 
Farmington v. Amoco Gas Company and 
Amoco Production Company. Order on 
remand. 

M 


6. 

Docket-No. SA87-2-001, Pogo Producing 
Company 

Docket No. SA87-3-001, Mobil Exploration 
and Producing North America Inc. and 
Mobil Producing Texas & New Mexico 
Inc. 


Docket No. SA87-4-001, Mobil Exploration 
and Producing North American Inc. and 
Mobil Oil Exploration & Producing 
Southeast Inc. 

Docket No. SA87-6-001, Shell Offshore Inc. 
and Shell Oil Company 

Docket No. SA87-11-001, Phillips 
Petroleum Company 

Docket No. SA87-16-001, Columbia Gas 
Development Corporation 

Docket No. SA87-27-001, Conoco Inc. 

Docket No. SA87-28-001, Samedan Oil 
Corporation 

Docket No. SA87-30-001, Sun Exploration 
and Production Company 

Docket No. SA87-26-001, Edwin L. Cox. 
Order on appeal from Office Director, 
regarding Btu refunds. 

M-7. 

Docket No. GP86-2-002, Southern Union 
Company. Declaratory order on 
maximum lawful prices. 


I. Pipeline Rate Matters 
RP-1, 

Docket Nos. RP87-141-000 and 001, Natural 
Gas Pipeline Company of America. 
Whether to accept tariff sheets, inter 
alia, including an inventory holding 


Docket Nos. ST83—429-001, ST81-105-002, 
ST81-106-001, ST82-193-001, 002, ST82- 
194-001, ST82-195-001, 002, ST83-50-001, 
ST83-327-000, 001, ST84—101-000, 001, 
ST84—524-000, ST86-81-000, ST86-650- 
000, ST86-651-000, ST86-661-000, ST86- 
663-000, ST83-141-001, ST83-441-000, 
001, ST83-429-000, ST83-481-000, ST83- 
634-000, 001, ST84—2-000, ST84—218-000, 
ST84-219-000, ST84~-728-000, ST84-1138- 
000, ST85-70-000, ST85-71-000, ST85- 
385-000, ST85-529-000, ST85-530--000, 
ST85-701-000, ST85-815-000, ST85-912- 
000, ST85-914-000, ST85-1116-000, ST85- 
1221-000, ST85-1224-000, ST85—1607-000, 
ST85-1608-000, ST85-1707-000, ST86-94— 
000, ST86-156-000, ST86-208-000, ST86- 
223-000, ST86-750-000 and ST86-751- 
000, Lear Petroleum Corporation 
(formerly Producer's Gas Company). 
Whether to approve an initial decision 
involving issues concernig Section 311 
intrastate rates. 


II. Producer Matters 


CI-1. 
Reserved 


III. Pipeline Certificate Matters 
CP-1. 

Docket Nos. CP87-467-000, CP87-474-001, 
002, CP86-422-001 and CP86—456-001, 
Great Lakes Gas Transmission Company 

Docket Nos. CP79-467-002, ANR Pipeline 
Company. Requests for Section 7(c) 
authorizations to transport gas imported 
from Canada. 

CP-2. 

Omitted 


Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 87-24825 Filed 10-22-87; 4:33 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 
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BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL 
RESERVE SYSTEM 

“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 52 FR 39328, 
October 21, 1987. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
OF THE MEETING: 11:00 a.m., Monday, 
October 26, 1987. 


CHANGES IN THE MEETINGS: Addition of 
the following closed item(s) to the 
meeting: 

Proposed amendments to the Federal 
financial institutions supervisory 
agencies’ enforcement statutes. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board; (202) 452-3204. 


Dated: October 23, 1987. 
James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 87-24848 Filed 10-23-87;12:37 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL 
RESERVE SYSTEM 


TIME AND DATE: 10:00 Friday, October 30, 
1987. 


PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal 
Reserve Board Building, C Street 
entrance between 20th and 21st Streets, 
NW., Washington, DC 20551. 


STATuS: Closed. 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Personnel actions (appointments, 
promotions, assignments, reassignments, and 
salary actions) involving individual Federal 
Reserve System employees. 

2. Any items carried forward from a 
previously announced meetings. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board; (202) 452-3204. 
You may call (202) 452-3207, beginning 
at approximately 5 p.m. two business 
days before this meetings, for a recorded 
announcement of bank and bank 
holding company applications scheduled 
for the meeting. 

Dated: October 22, 1987. 
James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 87-24836 Filed 10-22-87; 4:50 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL 
RESERVE SYSTEM 


TIME AND DATE: 12:00 noon, Monday, 
November 2, 1987. 


PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal 
Reserve Board Building, C Street 
entrance between 20th and 21st Streets, 
NW., Washington, DC 20551. 
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STATus: Closed. 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Proposed acquisition of office automation 
equipment within the Federal Reserve 
System. 

2. Personnel actions (appointments, 
promotions, assignments, reassignments, and 
salary actions) involving individual Federal 
Reserve System employees. 

3. Any items carried forward from a 
previously announced meeting. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board; (202) 452-3204. 
You may call (202) 452-3207, beginning 
at approximately 5 p.m. two business 
days before this meetings, for a recorded 
announcement of bank and bank 
holding company applications scheduled 
for the meeting. 


Dated: October 23, 1987. 
James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 87-24954 Filed 10-23-87; 3:42 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Wednesday, 
October 21, 1987. 

PLACE: Room 532, Federal Trade 
Commission Building, 6th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20580. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: Commission 
authorization of staff testimony before 
the Chicago City Council concerning 
Taxicab Regulation. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Susan B. Ticknor, Office 
of Public Affairs: (202) 326-2179, 
Recorded Message: (202) 326-2711. 
Emily H. Rock, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-24847 Filed 10-23-87; 12:37 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 


FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION 


October 22, 1987. 


TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Thursday, 
October 29, 1987. 


PLACE: Room 600, 1730 K Street, NW., 
Washington, DC. 

STATUS: Part Open, Part Closed 
[Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(10)]. 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The 
Commission will consider and act upon 
the following: 


1. Freeman United Coal Mining Co., Docket 
No. LAKE 86-67. (Issues include 
consideration of Freeman's petition for 
discretionary review.) Open. 

Martha Perando v. Mettiki Coal 
Corporation, Docket No. YORK 85-12-D. 
(Issues include whether the judge erred in 
finding that the operator discriminated 


against the complainant miner in violation of 
section 105(c)(1) of the Mine Act. 30 U.S.C. 
815(c)(1).) Open. 

3. Austin Power, Inc., Docket No. CENT 86- 
40, etc. (Issues include whether Austin Power 
violated 30 CFR 77.1607(g) and 30 CFR 
77.1710(g), and, if so, whether the violations 
were significant and substantial, and the civil 
penalty assessments were proper.) Closed. 


Any person intending to attend the 
open portion of the meeting who 
requires special accessibility features, 
and/or auxiliary aids, such as sign 
language interpreters, must inform the 
Commission in advance of those needs. 
Subject to 20 CFR 2706.150(a)(3) and 
2706.160(e). 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFO: Jean 
Ellen, (202) 653-5629. 

Jean H. Ellen, 

Agenda Clerk. 

[FR Doc. 87-24918 Filed 10-23-87; 1:14 pm] © 
BILLING CODE 6735-01-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
DATE: Weeks of October 26, November 
2, 9, and 16, 1987. : 
PLACE: Commissioners’ Conference 
Room, 1717 H Street, NW., Washington, 
DC. 

status: Open and Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


Week of October 26 


Wednesday, October 28 
2:00 p.m. 
Discussion/Possible Vote on Full Power - 


Operating License for Palo Verde-3 
(Public Meeting) 


Thursday, October 29 


1:30 p.m. 
Affirmation/Discussion and Vote (Public 
Meeting) a. Emergency Planning Rule 
(Tentative) 


Week of November 2 
Tentative 


Tuesday, November 3 


10:00 a.m. 
Briefing on the Status of High Level Waste 
Issues (Public Meeting) 


Wednesday, November 4 


2:30 p.m. 
Briefing on Integrated Safety Assessment 
Program (ISAP) (Public Meeting) 


Thursday, November 5 


11:00 a.m. 
Affirmation/Discussion and Vote (Public 
Meeting) (if needed) 
1:00 p.m. : 
Discussion of Management-Organization 
and Internal Personne! Matters (Closed 
—Ex. 2 & 6) 


Week of November 9 
Tentative 


Monday, November 9 
9:30 a.m. 
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Briefing on North Anna Steam Generator 
Tube Rupture Event (Public Meeting) 


Thursday, November 12 
3:30 p.m. , 
Affirmation/Discussion and Vote (Public 
Meeting) (if needed) 


Week of November 16 
Tentative 


Thursday, November 19 
2:00 p.m. 
Briefing on EEO Program (Public Meeting) 
3:30 p.m. 
Affirmation/Discussion and Vote (Public 
Meeting) (if needed) 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 


Affirmation of “In the Matter of 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company” (Public 
Meeting) scheduled for October 23. 

Affirmation of “Commission Review 
of ALAB-832 (Shoreham)” (Public 
Meeting) scheduled for October 22, 
postponed. 

Note.—Affirmation sessions are initially 
scheduled and announced to the public on a 
time-reserved basis. Supplementary notice is 
provided in accordance with the Sunshine 
Act as specific items are identified and added 
to the meeting agenda. If there is no specific 
subject listed for affirmation, this means that 
no item has yet been identified as requiring 
any Commission vote on this date. 


TO VERIFY THE STATUS OF MEETINGS 
CALL (RECORDING) (202) 634-1498. 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Andrew Bates, (202) 634- 
1410. 

Andrew L. Bates, 

Office of the Secretary. 

October 22, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-24953 Filed 10-23-87; 3:38 pm] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 


“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: [52 FR 38833 
October 19, 1987]. 


STATUS: Open/closed meetings. 


PLACE: 450 Fifth Street, NW.., 
Washington, DC. 


DATE PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED: 
Wednesday, October 14, 1987. 


CHANGE IN THE MEETING: Rescheduling/ 
additional items and meeting. 

The open meeting scheduled for 
Tuesday, October 20, 1987, at 10:00 a.m., 
to consider the following items has been 
cancelled and rescheduled for Thursday, 
October 29, 1987, at 9:30 a.m.: 


1. Consideration of whether to propose for 
public comment amendments to Rule 204-2, 
the recordkeeping rule under the Investment 
Advisers Act of 1940. The proposed 
amendments would require advisers to 
retain, for Commission inspection, all 
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advertisements and supporting records for 
performance information in advertisements. 
These advertisements and supporting records 
would be required to be kept for five years 
from the end of the fiscal year in which the 
advertisement was last published. For further 
information, please contact Dorothy M. 
Donohue at (202) 272-7317. 

2. Consideration of whether to adopt an 
amendment to Rule 19b-1 under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940. The 
amendment would allow certain registered 
investment companies to make one 
additional distribution of long-term capital 
gains with respect to a taxable year for the 
purpose of not incurring any excise tax. The 
Commission will also consider adopting 
technical changes to the rule to correct 
certain references to prior distributions and 
the Internal Revenue Code. For further 
information, please contact Brian Kaplowitz 
at (202) 272-2048. 

3. Consideration of whether to issue a 
release adopting an amendment to Rule 3a12- 
8 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
that would designate as exempted securities, 
solely for purposes of the trading and 
marketing in the U.S. of futures contracts on 
those securities, debt securities issued by the 
governments of Australia, France and New 
Zealand. For further information, please 
contact David Underhill at (202) 272-2375. 


The following additional item will be 
considered at the open meeting on 
Thursday, October 29, 1987, at 9:30 a.m. 


Consideration of whether to issue a 
Memorandum Opinion and Order with 
respect to an application-declaration filed by 
System Energy Resources, Inc. (““SERI”), its 


parent, Middle South Utilities, Inc. (“Middle 
South”), a registered holding company under 
the Public Utility Holding Company Act of 
1935 (“Act”), and Middle South's four 
operating utility companies, Mississippi 
Power & Light, Louisiana Power & Light, 
Arkansas Power & Light and New Orleans 
Power Service, Inc., authorizing SERI to issue 
and sell first mortgage bonds in an aggregate 
principal amount of up to $300 million by 
means of a negotiated public sale, pursuant 
to an exception from the competitive bidding 
requirements of the Act, and related 
transactions. For further information, please 
contact Yvonne M. Hunold at (202) 272-2676. 


The following item previously 
scheduled for the open meeting on 
Tuesday, October 20, 1987, at 10:00 a.m. 
has been rescheduled for consideration 
on Thursday, November 5, 1987, at 10:00 
a.m. 


Consideration of whether to adopt Rule 
6c-9 and Form N-6C9 under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940. Rule 6c-9 would 
provide an exemption from the provisions of 
the Act, under certain conditions, to permit 
foreign banks to offer their own debt 
securiteis or non-voting preferred stock in the 
United States without registering as 
investment companies or obtaining 
exemptive orders. The exemption would also 
be available where a foreign bank offers its 
securities in the United States indirectly 
through a finance subsidiary. The form would 
be filed by a foreign bank or foreign finance 
subsidiary to appoint a United States agent 
for service of process. For further 
information, please contact Ann M. Glickman 
at (202) 272-3042. 
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The closed meeting scheduled for 
Tuesday, October 20, 1987, following the 
10:00 a.m, open meeting, to consider the 
following items has been rescheduled 
for Tuesday, October 27, 1987, at 10:00 
a.m.: 


Institution of injunctive actions. 
Formal orders of investigation. 


The following additional items will 
also be considered at that meeting. 


Settlement of injunctive actions. 
Proposed order in administrative 
proceeding of an enforcement nature. 


A closed meeting has been scheduled 
for Thursday, October 22, 1987, at 9:30 
a.m., to consider the following item: 


Institution of injunctive action. 


Commissiner Grundfest, as duty 
officer, determined that Commission 
business required the above changes. 

At times changes in Commission 
priorities require alterations in the 
scheduling of meeting items. For further 
information and the ascertain what, if 
any, matters have been added, deleted 
or postponed, please contact: Jacqueline 
Higgs at (202) 272-2149. 

October 22, 1987. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 87-24917 Filed 10-23-87; 1:13 pm} 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 





41388 
Corrections 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains editorial corrections. of previously 
published Presidential, Rule, Proposed 
Rule, and Notice documents and volumes 
of the Code of Federal Regulations. 
These corrections are prepared by the 
Office of the Federal Register. Agency 
Prepared corrections are issued as signed 
documents and appear in the appropriate 
document categories elsewhere in the 
issue. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
50 CFR Part 32 


Refuge-Specific Hunting Regulations 
Correction 


In rule document 87-23278 beginning 
on page 37789 in the issue of Friday, 
October 9, 1987, make the following 
corrections: 


PART 32—{CORRECTED] 


1. On page 37791, in the second 
column, in amendatory instruction 2. in 
the second line from the bottom, 
“(dd)(i)” should read “(dd){1)”. 

2. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the fourth line from the 
bottom, “(bb)(3)(ii)” should read 
“(bb)(3)(iii)”. 


3. On the same page, in the third 
column, in the sixth line, “{ii)(1){iv);” 
should read “(Il)(1){iv);”. 


§ 32.12 [Corrected] 


4. On page 37792, in the third column, 
in § 32.12(h)(1), the paragraph 
designated “(vii)” should read “(viii)”. . 

5. On page 37793, in the second 
column, in § 32.12(t) introductory text, 
“Michigan” was misspelled. 

6. On the same page, in the third 
column, in § 32.12(v)(5)(iii), the first line 
should read “Hunters shall”. 


§ 32.22 [Corrected] 


7. On page 37795, in the second 
column, in § 32.22(d)(2)(iii), in the third 
line, “surprise” should read “sunrise”. 

8. On page 37796, in the second 
column, in § 32.22(aa)(1)(ii), in the first 
line, “Hunts hall” should read “Hunters 
shall”. 

9. On the same page, in the same 
column, in § 32.22(gg)(3), in the second 
line, “just” should read “must”. 

10. On page 37796, in the third column, 
in amendatory instruction 4., in the 13th 
line from the bottom, “(5)(1);” should 
read “(t)(1);”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


Federal Register 
Vol. 52, No. 207 


Tuesday, October 27, 1987 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 


26 CFR Parts 31, 301, and 602 
[T.D. 8155] 


Penalty for Failure to Include Correct 
Information on Information Returns 
and Payee Statements 


Correction 


In rule document 87-20675 beginning 
on page 34354 in the issue of Thursday, 
September 10, 1987, make the following 
corrections: 

1. On page 34354, in the second 
column, in the first line, “to” should read 


+s 


or. 


PART 301—{CORRECTED] 


§ 301.6723-1T [Corrected] 

2. On page 34356, in the second 
column, in § 301.6723-1T(d)(2), in the 
third line from the bottom, “to” should 
read “of”. 


PART 31—{CORRECTED] 


3. On page 34357, in the second 
column, the line after the Authority 
should read: 


§ 31.6051-1 [Amended] 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 


48 CFR Parts 14, 15, 52, and 53 


Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR); 
Contract Simplification 


AGENCIES: Department of Defense 
(DoD), General Services Administration 
(GSA), and National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA). 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Civilian Agency 
Acquisition Council and the Defense 
Acquisition Regulatory Council are 
considering revisions to Federal 
Acquisition Regulation Subparts 14.2 
and 15.4 and related clauses to improve 
contracting efficiency, expand industry 
participation in Government 
acquisitions, and reduce costs. 
COMMENT DATE: Comments should be 
submitted to the FAR Secretariat at the 
address shown below on or before 
December 28, 1987, to be considered in 
the formulation of a final rule. 
ADDRESS: Interested parties should 
submit written comments to: General 
Services Administration, FAR 
Secretariat (VRS), 18th & F Streets NW., 
Room 4041, Washington, DC 20405. 

Please cite FAR Case 87-37 in all 
correspondence related to this issue. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Margaret A. Willis, FAR Secretariat, 
Telephone (202) 523-4755. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A. Background 


The Defense Acquisition Regulatory 
Council and the Civilian Agency 
Acquisition Council are considering 
revisions to the Federal Acquisition 
Regulation at 14.201-1, 14.201-2, 14.201— 
6, 14.201-9, 14.213, 15.406—1, 15.406-2, 
15.407, 15.414, 15.416, 52.102-2, 52.214-30, 
52.215-35, 53.214, 53.215-1, and 53.301 
providing for a: (1) New SF 14XX, (2) 
simplified contract format for 
acquisition of supplies and services 
proposed to be acquired under firm- 
fixed-price or fixed-price with economic 
price adjustment contracts, and (3) for 
offeror submission of annual 
representations and certifications. 

The proposed FAR coverage would 
modify procedures tested by the 
Department of Defense activities since 
1982. 

One portion of the test used a new 
solicitation/contract cover page which 


combined the Standard Form (SF) 33, SF 
26, and Department of Defense Form 
1707 into one form. 

Another portion of the test used a 
simplified contract format, versus use of 
the uniform contract format at FAR 
14.201-1, for acquisitions of supplies and 
services. The use of the new form and 
the simplified contract format resulted 
in administrative cost savings and 
received favorable reaction from both 
Government and industry personnel. 

The third portion of the test was 
executing annual versus individual 
representations and certifications in 
each solicitation. Under the test, 
certifications required for a particular 
solicitation were required by the 
solicitation. A test provision permitted 
execution of a certification that the 
required representations and 
certifications were on file with the 
contracting office. Contracting officers 
that issued numerous solicitations for 
like supplies and services on a repeated 
basis reported that the use of annual 
representations and certifications 
received a very positive response from 
industry and resulted in administrative 
cost savings. 


B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 


The proposed rule would apply to all 
small businesses that respond to 
solicitations for supplies or services 
using the simplified contract format or to 
all small businesses that choose to use 
the annual representations and 
certifications. There is no data base 
available to collect this type of 
information. Therefore, it is not feasible 
to estimate the number of small entities 
expected to have a significant economic 
impact within the meaning of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980, 5 
U.S.C. 601 et. seg. An Initial Regulatory 
Flexibility Analysis has been prepared 
and submitted to the Chief Counsel for 
Advocacy of the U.S. Small Business 
Administration. 

A copy of the Initial Regulatory 
Flexibility Analysis may be obtained 
from the FAR Secretariat, Attn: 
Margaret A. Willis, Room 4041, GS 
Bldg., 18th & F Streets NW., Washington, 
DC 20405. Comments are invited. 

Comments from small entities 
concerning the affected FAR subparts 
will also be considered in accordance 
with section 610 of the Act. Such 
comments must be submitted separately 
and cite FAR Case 87-610 in 
correspondence. 


C. Paperwork Reduction Act 


The Paperwork Reduction Act (Pub. L. 
96-511) does not apply because the 
proposed rule does not impose any 
additional recordkeeping or information 
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collection requirements or collection of 
information from offerors, contractors, 
or members of the public which require 
the approval of OMB under 44 U.S.C. 
3501, et seq. 


List of Subjects in 48 CFR Parts 14, 15, 
52, and 53 


Government procurement. 


Dated: October 16, 1987. 
Harry S. Rosinski, 
Acting Director, Office of Federal Acquisition 
and Regulatory Policy. 


Therefore, it is proposed that 48 CFR 
Parts 14, 15, 52, and 53 be amended as 
set forth below: 

1. The authority citation for Parts 14, 
15, 52, and 53 continues to read as 
follows: 

Authority: 40 U.S.C. 486(c); 10 U.S.C. Ch. 
137; and 42 U.S.C. 2473(c). 


PART 14—SEALED BIDDING 


2. Section 14.201-1 is amended by 
adding paragraph (a)(5) and by revising 
in paragraph (c) the fourth sentence to 
read as follows: 


14.201-1 Uniform contract format. 

(a) ** ek 

(5) Firm-fixed-price or fixed-price with 
economic price adjustment acquisitions 
that use the simplified contract format 
(see 14.201-9). 


* * * * * 


(c) * * * Award by acceptance of a 
bid on the award portion of Standard 
Form 33, Solicitation Offer and Award 
(SF 33), Standard Form 26, Award/ 
Contract (SF 26), or Standard Form 
14XX, Solicitation/Contract (SF 14XX), 
incorporates Section K, Representations, 
certifications, and other statements of 
bidders, in the resultant contract even 
though not physically attached. 


* * * * 


14.201-2 [Amended] 

3. Section 14.201-2 is amended by 
adding the words “or SF 14XX” 
following the words “SF 33” wherever 
they appear. 

4. Section 14.201-6 is amended in 
paragraph (i) by adding the words “or 
SF 14XX" following the words “SF 33”, 
and by adding paragraph (u) to read as 
follows: 


14.201-6 Solicitation provisions. 


* * * * * 


(u) The contracting officer shall insert 
the provision at 52.214~30, Annual 
Representations and Certifications— 
Sealed Bidding, in invitations for bids if 
annual representations and 
certifications are used (see 14.213). 
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5. Section 14.201-9 is added to read as 
follows: 


14.201-9 Simplified contract format. 

Policy. For firm-fixed-price or fixed- 
price with economic price adjustment 
acquisitions of supplies and services, 
the contracting officer may use the 
simplified contract format in lieu of the 
uniform contract format (see 14.201-1). 
The contracting officer has flexibility in 
preparation and organization of the 
simplified contract format. However, the 
following format should be used to the 
maximum practical extent: 

(a) Solicitation/contract form. SF 
14XX, Solicitation/Contract, shall be 
used as the first page of the solicitation. 

(b) Contract schedule. Include the 
following for each contract line item: 

(1) Contract line item number. 

(2) Description of supplies or services, 
or data sufficient to identify the 
requirement. 

(3) Quantity and unit of issue. 

(4) Unit price and amount. 

(5) Packaging and marking 
requirements. 

(6) Inspection and acceptance, quality 
assurance, and reliability requirements. 

(7) Place of delivery, performance and 
delivery dates, period of performance 
and F.O.B. point. 

(8) Other item-peculiar information as 
necessary (e.g., individual fund 
citations). 

(c) Clauses. Include the clauses 
required by law or by this regulation. 
Additional clauses shall be incorporated 
only when considered absolutely 
necessary to the particular acquisition. 

(d) List of documents and 
attachments. Include if necessary. 

(e) Representations and instructions— 
(1) Representations and certifications. 
Insert those solicitation provisions that 
require representations, certifications, or 
the submission of other information by 
offerors. 

(2) Instructions, conditions, and 
notices. Include the solicitation 
provisions required by 14.201-6. Include 
any other information/instructions 
necessary to guide offerors. 

(3) Evaluation factors for award. 
Insert all necessary evaluation factors 
for award. 

(4) Upon award, the contracting 
officer need not physically include the 
provisions in (e) (1), (2), and (3) above in 
the resulting contract, but shall retain 
them in the contract file. Award by 
acceptance of a bid on the award 
portion of SF 14XX incorporates the 
representations and certifications in the 
resultant contract even though not 
physically attached. 


6. Section 14.213 is added to read as 
follows: 


14.213 Annual submission of 
representations and certifications. 

(a) Submission of offeror 
representations and certifications on an 
annual basis, as an alternative to 
submission in each solicitation, may be 
authorized by agencies subject to the 
requirements of this section. The 
decision to use annual representations 
and certifications shall be made in 
accordance with agency procedures. 

(b) In accordance with agency 
procedures, each contracting office 
utilizing annual representations and 
certifications shall establish procedures 
and assign responsibilities for centrally 
requesting, receiving, storing, verifying 
and updating offeror's annual 
submissions. Generally, the 
representations and certifications shall 
be effective for a period of one year 
from date of signature. 

(c) The contracting officer shall not 
include in individual solicitations the 
full text of provisions that are contained 
in the annual representations and 
certifications. 

(d) Offerors shall make changes that 
affect only one solicitation by 
completing the appropriate section of 
the provision at 52.214-30, Annual 
Representations and Certifications— 
Sealed Bidding. 


PART 15—CONTRACTING BY 
NEGOTIATION 


7. Section 15.406-1 is amended by 
redesignating the existing paragraph 
(a)(6) as (a)(7), by adding a new 
paragraph (a)(6), and by revising in 
paragraph (b) the third sentence to read 
as follows: 


15.406-1 Uniform contract format. 

(a) ce * 

(6) Contracts utilizing the simplified 
contract format (see 15.416). 

(b) * * * Award by acceptance of a 
proposal on the award portion of SF 33, 
SF 26, or SF 14XX, incorporates Section 
K by reference in the resultant contract. 
Contracts requiring a bilateral document 
shall incorporate Section K by reference 
in the signed contract. 

* * * * * 

8. Section 15.406-2 is amended by 
revising paragraphs (a)(1) and (a)(3) to 
read as follows: 


15.406-2 Part i—The Schedule. 

(a) we** 

(1) Prepare RFP's on Standard Form 
33, Solicitation, Offer and Award 
(53.301-33) or Standard Form 14XX, 
Solicitation/Contract (53.301-14XX), 
unless otherwise permitted by Part 53. 
The first page of the SF 33 or SF 14XX is 
the first page of the solicitation and 
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includes section A of the uniform 
contract format. 


* * * * * 


(3) When none of the SF 33, SF 18, or 
SF 14XX is used, include the following 
on the first page of the solicitation: 

9. Section 15.407 is amended in 
paragraph (f) by adding the words “or 
SF 14XX" following the words “SF 33” 
and by adding paragraph (i) to read as 
follows: 


15.407 Solicitation provisions. 
* * * * 

(i) The contracting officer shall insert 
the provision at 52.215-35, Annual 
Representations and Certifications— 
Negotiation, in requests for proposals if 
annual representations and 
certifications are utilized (see 14.213). 


10. Section 15.414 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c) to read as follows: 


15.414 Forms. 


* * * * * 


(c) Standard Form 14XX, Solicitation/ 
Contract, shall be used in connection 
with negotiated acquisitions that use the 
simplified contract format and may be 
used in connection with other 
acquisitions when appropriate. 


11. Section 15.416 is added to read as 
follows: 


15.416 Simplified contract format. 

For firm-fixed-price or fixed-price 
with economic price adjustment 
acquisitions of supplies and services, 
the contracting officer may use the 
simplified contract format in lieu of the 
uniform contract format (see 14.201-1). 


PART 52—SOLICITATION 
PROVISIONS AND CONTRACT 
CLAUSES 


12. Section 52.102-2 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c) to read as follows: 


52.102-2 incorporation in full text. 
* *. * * * 

(c) Provisions completed as annual 
representations and certifications are 
not required to be incorporated in 
solicitations in full text. 


13. Section 52.214-30 is added to read 
as follows: 


52.214-30 Annual representations and 
certifications—sealed bidding. 

As prescribed in 14.201-5(a), insert the 
following provision: 
Annual Representations and Certifications— 
Sealed Bidding (Oct 1987) 


(a) The bidder certifies that annual 
representations and certifications (check the 
appropriate block): 
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D (1) Dated (insert date of 
signature on submission), which are 
incorporated herein by reference, have been 
submitted to the contracting office issuing 
this solicitation and that the submittal is 
current, accurate, and complete as of the date 
of this bid, except as follows (insert changes 
that affect only this solicitation; if “none,” so 
state): 

0 (2) Are enclosed. 

(End of provision) 


14. Section 52.215-35 is added to read 
as follows: 


52.215-35 Annual Representations and 
Certifications—Negotiation. 


As prescribed in 15.406-5(a), insert the 
following provision: 


Annual Representations and Certifications— 
Negotiation (Oct 1987) 

(a) The offeror certifies that annual 
representations and certifications (check the 
appropriate block): 


D (1) Dated {insert date of 
signature on submission) which are 
incorporated herein by reference, have been 
submitted to the contracting office issuing 
this solicitation and that the submittal is 
current, accurate, and complete as of the date 
of this bid, except as follows (insert changes 
that affect only this solicitation; if “none,” so 
state): 

0 (2) Are enclosed. 

(End of provision) 


* * * 


PART 53—FORMS 


15. Section 53.214 is amended by 
revising the title and adding ee 
(d) to read as follows: 


53.214 Sealed bidding (SF's 26, 30, 33, 129, 


1409, 14XX, OF’s 17, 336). 

(d) SF 14XX, Solicitation/Contract: SF 
14XX is prescribed for use in soliciting 
bids for supplies or services and for ° 
awarding contracts that result from the 
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bids when the simplified contract format 
is used (see 14.201-9) and may be used 
with other solicitations and awards as 
appropriate. 


16. Section 53.215-1 is amended by 
revising the title and by adding 
paragraph (g) to read as follows: 


53.215-1. Solicitation and receipt of 
proposals and quotations (SF’s 18, 26, 30, 
33, 129, 14XX, OF 336). 


* * * * * 


(g) SF 14XX, Solicitation/Contract. SF 
14XX, prescribed in 53.214(d), shall be 
used in connection with solicitations 
and contracts which use the simplified 
contract format (see 15.416) and ‘may be 
used with other solicitations as specified 
in 15.414(a). 


[FR Doc, 87-24770 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 
30 CFR Part 57 


Safety Standards for Methane in Metal 
and Nonmetal Mines 


AGENCY: Mine Safety and Health 
Administration (MSHA), Labor. 


ACTION: Interim final rule, corrections, 
and stay. 


sumMARY: MSHA is issuing 
amendments to the Safety Standards for 
Methane in Metal and Nonmeta! Mines, 
which were published as a final rule on 
July 1, 1987 (52 FR 24924, as corrected at 
52 FR 27903), to eliminate internal 
inconsistencies in the rule. MSHA is 
also making editorial and technical 
corrections, is providing additional 
explanation to clarify the intent of other 
standards, and is including information 
collection approvals issued by the 
Office of Management and Budget. 
Finally, MSHA is staying the effective 
date of the standard that requires 
blasting from the surface in Subcategory 
I-A mines to permit additional public 
comment and Agency analysis of 
technical issues. 


DATEs: Interim rule and stay effective 
October 29, 1987; comments on the 
amendments to §§ 57.22228 and 57.22234 
and the stay of § 57.22601 must be 
received on or before November 27, 
1987; Section 57.22601 is stayed until 
further notice. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments to the 
Office of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, MSHA; Room 631, Ballston 
Towers #3, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, 
Arlington, Virginia 22203. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia W. Silvey, Acting Associate 
Assistant Secretary for Mine Safety and 
Health, MSHA, (703) 235-1910. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Introduction and Rulemaking 
Background 


The final rule of Safety Standards for 
Methane in Metal and Nonmetal Mines 
was published as a new Subpart T of 
Part 57 on July 1, 1987 (52 FR 24924). 
Editorial corrections were published.on 
July 24, 1987 (52 FR 27903). The final 
rule, which is to become effective on 
October 29, 1987, represents a complete 
revision of the prior classification 
system and safety. standards applicable 
to underground metal and nonmetal 
mines with a history of, or a potential 
for, methane liberation. The rule reflects 
input from all segments of the mining 
community. 


In reviewing the rule in preparation 
for implementation, MSHA technical - 
and field enforcement personnel have 
identified the need for some technical 
corrections and clarification. In 
addition, industry representatives have 
requested clarification or 
reconsideration of certain provisions 
applicable to Subcategory I-A, Category 
Ill, and Subcategory V-A mines. In an 
effort to make the standards as clear 
and technically sound as possible, 
MSHA is making clarifying amendments 
to §§ 57.22228 and 57.22234 and is 
making technical or editorial corrections 
to §§ 57.22202, 57.22229, and 57.22606. 
MSHA is providing additional 
explanation of a number of other 
standards that are not being amended to 
clarify their intent. MSHA is also issuing 
a stay of § 57.22601, blasting from the 
surface, applicable to Subcategory I-A 
mines, to provide an opportunity for 
additional public comment and Agency 
technical review. 

The amendments to §§ 57.22228 and 
57.22234 are being issued as an interim 
final rule to take effect with the new 
standards on October 29, 1987 and 
ensure orderly implementation. These 
amendments are minor revisions that 
will better conform the standards to 
mining systems currently in use, will . 
eliminate internal inconsistencies in the 
new standards and will clarify their 
intent. No significant impact on the 
operation of affected mines is expected 
and the health and safety of miners will 
not be adversely affected. While full 
rulemaking procedures on these 
amendments are unnecessary, the 
Agency is soliciting public comment on 
the amendments to §§ 57.22228 and 
57.22234 and will consider further 
adjustments if warranted. This is 
consistent with MSHA’'s policy of 
providing for the maximum degree of 
public participation in the rulemaking 
process. 


II. Discussion of Amendments, 
Corrections and Clarifications 


A. Amendments and Corrections 
Section 57.22202 Main Fans 


This standard, which applies to 
Subcategory I-A, I-B, I-C, II-A, 
Category III, Subcategory V-A, and V-B 
mines, requires, in paragraph (a)(2), that 
main fans be provided with an 
automatic signal device to give an alarm 
when the fan stops. The signal device is 
required to be located so that it can be 
seen or heard by a person designated by 
the mine operator. In Subcategory I-C 
mines, however, the configuration of the 
fan and the position of operating ; 
personnel make this requirement 
unnecessary. In these mines, a person is 
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stationed in a position to hear the fan 
running at all times and can therefore 
take appropriate action if the fan stops. 
The requirement for an alarm that can 
be seen or heard by a designated person 
is therefore redundant. Accordingly, the 
standard is corrected to exempt 
Subcategory I-C mines from the 
requirements of paragraph (a)(2). 


Section 57.22228 Preshift Examination 


This standard, which applies to 
Subcategory I-A, I-C, I-A, Category III 
and Subcategory V-A mines, requires, in 
paragraph (e), that vehicles used for 
transportation when examining the mine 
must be approved by MSHA under the 
applicable requirements of 30 CFR Parts 
18 through 36. This provision was 
included in the July 1, 1987 final rule in 
recognition that vehicles used to 
conduct preshift examinations are a 
potential ignition source if they enter 
areas of recent methane liberation. This 
requirement for approved vehicles is a 
logical outgrowth of and consistent with 
provisions in §§ 57.22601(d), 57.22603(e) 
and 57.22605(d) which are applicable, 
respectively, to Subcategory I-A, II-A 
and V-A mines, and require that 
vehicles be approved when they are 
used for transportation in post-blast 
examinations. The requirement for 
approved vehicles either for preshift or 
post-blast examinations does not have 
the same applicability, however, to 
Subcategory I-C and Category III mines. 
Vehicles are not used for preshift 
examinations in Subcategory I-C mines 
and methane emissions in Category III 
mines do not pose the same risk of 
ignition as in Subcategory I-A, II-A and 
V-A mines. In Category III mines, large 
volumes of methane are not released as 
a result of blasting and the ventilation 
system is normally capable of removing 
any methane from areas subject to 
preshift examinations. MSHA is not 
aware of any situation where the 
volume of methane has overwhelmed 
the ventilation system. There is 
therefore no significant risk that a 
vehicle would serve as an ignition 
source. Accordingly, the standard is 
amended to exempt Subcategory I-C 
and Category III mines from the 
requirement of paragraph (e). 


Section 57.22229 Weekly Testing 


This standard in paragraphs (b) (3) 
and (4) requires the volume of air, or 
velocity of air in Subcategory I-A mines, 
to be measured weekly at designated 
locations in the mine. The purpose of 
monitoring the air flow is to determine if 
the mine is experiencing a loss of 
quantity or velocity of air due to defects 
in the ventilation system. Loss of air 
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flow could lead to accumulation of 
dangerous levels of methane. 
Measurements are to be taken where air 
enters main intakes, leaves main returns 
and enters and leaves each main split. 
In-paragraph (b)(3), “Entering from each 
main split” is corrected to read 
“Entering each main split” to clarify its 
intent and eliminate any confusion 
concerning its relationship to paragraph 
(b){4) of this section. 


Section 57.22234 Actions at 1.0 Percent 
Methane 


This standard, which applies to 
Subcategory I-A, I-B, V-A, V-B and 
Category III mines specifies the actions 
to be taken when methane reaches 1.0 
percent in the mine atmosphere. When 
that level is reached, the standard 
requires the methane to be reduced to 
less than 0.5 percent. This requirement, 
while consistent with the action levels 
of 0.5 percent applicable to Subcategory 
I-B and V-B mines (see § 57.22232), is 
inconsistent with the 1.0 percent action 
levels for Subcategories I-A and V-A, 
and Category III mines. Since other 
applicable standards permit operation of 
equipment and other work in 
Subcategories I-A and V-A, and 
Category III mines in concentrations of 
methane up to 1.0 percent, a provision to 
require shutdown of equipment until 
methane is reduced to 0.5 percent is not 
appropriate or necessary. Protection 
from methane hazards at levels up to 1.0 
percent is provided by comprehensive 
methane control requirements and other 
safety measures such as those requiring 
approved equipment, atmospheric 
monitoring systems, methane monitors 
and approved electrical cables. 
Accordingly, the standard is amended to 
require only that methane levels be 
reduced below 1.0 percent. 


Section 57.22606 Explosive Materials 
and Blasting Units 


This standard, in paragraph (g), 
provides that blasting on shift in 
Category III mines must be done with a 
blasting unit approved by MSHA under 
30 CFR Part 25 or as an alternative, 
when firing more than 20 shots, with a 
blasting unit that meets specified 
performance requirements. The 
performance requirements in the final 
rule do not accurately reflect the 
characteristics of blasting units which 
MSHA has determined will perform 
safely under conditions encountered in 
these mines. Accordingly, the standard 
is amended to make technical 
corrections in the blasting unit 
specifications. 


B. Clarifications and Additional 
Explanation 


Section 57.22202 Main Fans 


This standard, in paragraph (c)(1), 
requires all main fan-related electrical 
equipment and cables located within or 
exposed to the forward airstream to be 
approved by MSHA. This standard 
would not prevent the use of or require 
changes in a multiple blowing fan 
system where a single fan is 
deenergized and the air doors leading to 
that fan are closed when it is necessary 
to reverse the air flow. In this case, the 
potentially methane-laden air is 
prevented from crossing the electrical 
equipment and cables and they are 
therefore not located in or exposed to 
the airstream. 


Section 57.22206 Main Ventilation 
Failure 


This standard, in paragraph (a), 
requires that tests for methane be 


* conducted in affected active workings 


when there is.a main ventilation failure, 
such as stoppage of main fans or failure 
of other components of the main 
ventilation system. The components of 
the system addressed are those whose 
failure either singly or in series would 
cause a diminution of air flow or air 
quality to the extent that minimum 
requirements would not be met. 


Section 57.22212 Air Flow 


This standard requires air flow across 
each working face sufficient to carry 
away any accumulation of methane, 
smoke, fumes and dust. No specific 
quantity is required, but air flow must 
be sufficient to keep methane 
accumulation below applicable action 
levels and prevent violations of other 
applicable air quality standards. 


Section 57.22215 Separation of Intake 
and Return Air 


This standard requires that separation 
of fresh intake and methane-laden 
return air be maintained throughout the 
mine. This separation is necessary to 
provide ventilation adequate to protect 
against the hazards of fires and 
explosions. The standard does not 
require a dual entry mining system 
throughout the mine. 


Section 57.22218 Seals and Stoppings, 
and § 57.22221 Overcast and 
Undercast Construction 


These standards address the 
construction requirements for seals, 
stoppings, undercasts and overcasts. 
Paragraphs (b) and (c) of § 57.22218 and 
paragraph (b)(2) of § 57.22221 
specifically recognize the potential for 
destruction of a combustible seal, 


41395 


stopping, overcast or undercast by fire, 
and require either specific coatings or 
equivalents. Where construction is of 
noncombustible materials, no coating is 
necessary. The masonry-type coatings 
specified in the standard may exhibit 
spalling and failure resulting from the 
ground pressures which exist in some 
underground mines. In addition, 
phenolic foam sprays will not adhere to 
some mineral deposits, such as trona, 
when it is applied for sealing purposes 
around the perimeter of the 
construction. During the rulemaking 
proceeding, mine operators have 
contended that polyurethane foams with 
a flame spread rating of 25 or less are 
appropriate for coating and sealing since 
they withstand deterioration due to 
ground pressures and exhibit better 
adherence. The purpose of this 
clarification is to explain the 
“equivalent fire resistance” phrase in 
the standard, particularly where 
polyurethane foam sprays are 
concerned. 

The masonry-type coatings specified 
in the standard have been tested and 
shown to provide a fire resistance rating 
of approximately 30 minutes. The 
polyurethane foam sprays with flame 
spreading ratings of 25 or less are not, of 


. themselves, equivalent to 30 minutes fire 


resistance. The equivalent fire 
protection may be achieved in some 
instances however, when the 
polyurethane foams are used as coatings 
on combustible seals or stoppings which 
have some inherent fire resistance. For 
example, seals and stoppings 
constructed of certain sizes and types of 
wood provide a fire resistance which 
meets or nearly meets the fire resistance 
requirements. When these structures are 
coated and sealed with flame spread 
resistant polyurethane foams, 
equivalency is achieved. When 
stoppings are constructed of 
polyurethane foam blocks however, the 
construction offers virtually no 
resistance to fire and a coating of 
polyurethane foam spray does not 
achieve compliance. For information 
regarding the fire resistance of various 
types and sizes of wood, publications 
such as The National Fire Protection 
Association's Fire Protection Handbook, 
(see either 14th (1976) or 15th (1981) 
Edition), can be consulted. 

Although § 57.22218 does not specify 
acceptable products for the sealing of 
stoppings and seals, the perimeter of the 
construction is considered to be part of 
the stopping or seal since air separation 
could not be accomplished without 
sealing. Polyurethane foam sprays with 
a flame spread rating of 25 or less are 
acceptable in Category III mines as a 
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sealant around the perimeters and joints 
of construction for several reasons. 
First, to achieve an effective seal, these 
sealants are applied to the stopping or 
seal in conjunction with the 
noncombustible ore and “equivalency” 
is achieved. Second, they have been 
shown to adhere well and an air seal-is 
provided. Third, the surface area of 
sealing spray is minimal when 
compared to the larger, exposed areas of 
a coated seal or stopping. 

In summary, the standard permits the 
use of alternatives for the construction, 
sealing and coating of seals, stoppings, 
overcasts and undercasts. Only 
combustible materials need to be 
coated. When coatings are used, the 
inherent fire resistance of the material 
to which the coatings are applied may 
be considered. Sealing may be 
accomplished with products which will 
provide a resistance to flame spread 
while ensuring a seal along irregular 
surfaces. 


Section 57.22228 Preshift Examination 


This standard requires that preshift 
examinations be conducted within three 
hours prior to the start of a shift. When 
one shift immediately follows another, 
methane tests are required at each 
active working face before work is 
started on the second shift. The tests 
and examinations required for the 
second shift may be performed during 
the prior shift if they are performed 
within three hours of the start of the 
second shift. 

Prior to the beginning of a shift 
following an idle shift, a competent 
person is required to test for methane at 
all work places before anyone other 
than the examiner may enter the mine. 
Maintenance crews and all persons 
other than examiners are covered by 
this prohibition, and therefore, may not 
accompany the examiner. 


Section 57.22234 Actions at 1.0 Percent 
Methane 


This standard, in paragraph (b), 
establishes an action level of 1.0 percent 
for methane at a main exhaust fan. The 
standard does not contain a testing 
requirement, but the mine operator will 
be responsible for taking the specified 
actions when methane is detected at or 
above the action level. MSHA 
inspectors can be expected to take 
samples at main exhaust fans as a 
routine part of any inspection. It should 
be noted that § 57.22202(e) requires 
continuous monitoring of methane at the 
main exhaust fans in Subcategory I-A 
mines. 


Section 57.22301 Atmospheric 
Monitoring Systems . 


This standard, in paragraph (b)(1), 
requires an atmospheric monitoring 
system to give warnings on the surface 
and underground when methane at any 
sensor reaches 0.5 percent. This warning 
level is intended to enable the operator 
to take appropriate action before the 
action level of 1.0 percent methane, as 
specified in paragraph (b)(2)({i) of this 
section and elsewhere in the final rule, 
is reached requiring deenergization of 
power in affected areas. Specifying a 
warning level at 1.0 percent methane 
would not serve the purpose of an 
advance warning. 

The standard requires that a warning 
be given both on the surface and 
underground. This provision is not 
intended to require two central 
monitoring stations. While a warning is 
required both on the surface and 
underground to ensure that all affected 
persons are aware of the methane 
levels, the system need be designed only 
so that a single person designated by the 
operator can monitor the system and 
take appropriate action. 

With respect to the possibility of false 
alarms and nuisance tripping with a 
warning level set at 0.5 percent, there 
are monitoring systems currently in use 
which have proved to be reliable at this 
level. 


Sections 57.22306 and 57.22309 
Methane Monitors 


These standards, in paragraph (c) of 
each section, require sensing units of 
methane monitors on equipment to be 
positioned at a location which provides 
for the most effective measurement of 
methane. On most equipment currently 
anticipated to be used in Subcategory I- 
A and V-A mines, the most effective 
location would be as close to the face as 
practical. For some equipment, methane 
measurements would be more 
effectively made at the tailgate of the 
machine. In either case, the most 
effective location is one which provides 
accurate measurements while allowing 
the sensor to operate properly without 
interference from environmental and 
operational factors, such as water 
sprays. 


Section 57.22315 Self-Contained 
Breathing Apparatus 


This standard requires the presence of 
self-contained breathing apparatus of 
sufficient duration to allow for escape 
from the mine. An operator must 
evaluate the specific conditions at the 
mine to determine the appropriate 
number and operating duration of units 
required to accomplish an escape. A 
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particular apparatus or number of units 
is not specified to allow for variations 
based on the conditions at the mine. 


Ii. Stay of §57.22601 Blasting From the 
Surface 


This standard applicable to 
Subcategory I-A mines is a new 
provision that requires all persons to be 
removed from the mine prior to 
initiation of development, production 
and bench rounds and prohibits persons 
from entering the mine until ventilating 
air has passed over the blast area and 
through at least one atmospheric 
monitoring sensor. During the 
rulemaking process, operators of 
Subcategory I-A mines objected to this 
standard and recommended that 
blasting be allowed with persons 
underground at fresh air locations and 
that reentry of persons to affected areas 
be permitted when methane is 
determined to be less than 1.0 percent. 
Operator representatives recently 
submitted data and analysis that 
address the technical basis of this 
standard and have suggested that 
blasting could be safely conducted with 
persons underground, provided they 
were in a fresh air base at least 3500 feet 
from the blast. MSHA's initial review of 
this information indicates that 
additional study is warranted. 
Accordingly, MSHA is staying the 
effective date of § 57.22601 until the 
Agency can resolve the technical issues 
raised. It is important to note that there 
are no mines classified in Subcategory 
I-A presently operating; therefore, this 
stay will have no impact on miner safety 
and health. Interested persons are 
invited to review the industry 
submissions, which have been made 
part of the rulemaking record, and 
provide additional comments, data and 
analysis. 


IV. Executive Order 12291 and the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act 


This rule makes minor modifications 
to a previously issued rule, including 
refining several regulatory requirements. 
MSHA has determined that the rule 
would not result in major cost increases 
nor have an incremental effect of $100 
million or more on the economy. The 
Agency also determined that the final 
rule will not have a significant impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities. Accordingly, a regulatory 
flexibility analysis is not required. 


V. Paperwork Reduction Act 


Information collection requirements 
contained in the final rule for safety 
standards for methane in metal and 
nonmetal mines have been approved by 
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the Office of Management and Budget 
under the provisions of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96-511) 
and have been assigned OMB control 
numbers 1219-0030, 1219-0096, and 
1219-0103. 


List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 57 


Mine safety and health, Metal and 
nonmetal mining, Safety standards for 
methane. 

Dated: October 21, 1987. 

David C. O'Neal, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Mine Safety 
and Health, 

Accordingly, Subpart T, Part 57, 
Subchapter N, Chapter 1, Title 30 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 


PART 57—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for Subpart T 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 30 U.S.C. 811. 


§ 57.22202 [Amended] 


1a. Section 57.22202(a)(2) is revised to 
read as follows: 

* * * * * 

(2) Except in Subcategory I-A mines, 
provided with an automatic signal 
device to give an alarm when the fan 
stops. The signal device shall be located 
so that it can be seen or heard by a 
person designated by the mine operator. 


§ 57.22228 [Amended] 


2. Section 57.22228(e) is revised to 
read as follows: 


* * * * * 


(e) Except in Subcategory I-C or 
Category III mines, vehicles used for 
transportation when examining the mine 
shall be approved by MSHA under the 
applicable requirements of 30 CFR Parts 
18 through 36. 


§ 57.22229 [Amended] 


3. Section 57.22229(b)(3) is amended 
by removing the word “from”. 


§ 57.22234 [Amended] 


4. The first sentence of § 57.22234(a) is 
revised to read as follows: 


* * * * e 


(a) If methane reaches 1.0 percent in 
the mine atmosphere, ventilation 
changes shall be made to reduce the 
methane. * * * 


§ 57.22606 [Amended] 


5. Section 57.22606(g)(2) is revised to 
read as follows: 


* * * * * 


(g)(2) Blasting units used to fire more 
than 20 detonators shall provide at least 
2 amperes through each detonator but 
not more than an average of 100 
amperes through one ohm for 10 
milliseconds, and provide the necessary 
current for at least the first 5 
milliseconds with a cutoff not to exceed 
10 milliseconds. 


§ 57.22004 [Amended] 


6. Section 57.22004 is amended by 
adding the OMB number to the end of 
the section: 

* * * * * 
(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 1219-0103) 
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§ 57.22204 [Amended] 


7. Section 57.22204 is amended by 
adding the OMB number to the end of 
the section: 


* * * * * 


(Approved by the Office of Manageuent and 
Budget under control number 1219-0030) 


§ 57.22230 [Amended] 


8. Section 57.22230.is amended by 
adding the OMB number to the end of 
the section: 


* * * * * 


(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 1219-0103) 


§ 57.22239 [Amended] 


9. Section 57.22239 is amended by 
adding the OMB number to the end of 
the section: 


* * * * * 


(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 1219-0103) 


§ 57.22401 [Amended] 


10. Section 57.22401 is amended by 
adding the OMB number to the end of 
the section: 


* * * a * 


(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 1219-0096) 


§ 57.22601 [Stayed] 


11. Section 57.22601 is stayed until 
further notice. 
[FR Doc. 87-24791 Filed 10-26-87; 8:45 am] 
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